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ABSTRACT 
 
Timothy D. Smith: Profiles of Bowl Championship Series (BCS) Bowl Bound Teams from 
1998 through 2004 
(Under the direction of Dr. Nathan Tomasini) 
 
The purpose of this study was to create a profile of the 56 college football teams 
selected to play in Bowl Championship Series (BCS) bowl games from 1998 through 2004.  
A secondary purpose was to identify trends these profiles revealed.  The results of this study 
were the profiles themselves and the information they shared about the teams.  Specifically, 
this study showed 84% of teams had a top 20 pre-season ranking, 57% of teams had their 
strength of schedule rated outside the top 25, 95% of teams had recruiting classes ranked in 
the top 40, and as offenses improved, defenses weaken.  This study provides a better 
understanding of past BCS bowl bound teams and could serve as a benchmark for athletic 
administrators to compare their own teams. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
College football and the post-season bowl games that follow each year have been a 
part of American culture since 1902, when the Tournament of Roses invited the University of 
Michigan to play Stanford University on New Year’s Day (umich.edu, 2005).  Since that first 
bowl game, a there have been many notable and historic events.  Man learned how to fly 
(1903), Einstein announced his theory of relativity (1905), Ford developed the first moving 
assembly line (1913), two World Wars were fought (1914-1918 and 1939-1945), five states 
were added to the union (Oklahoma in 1907, New Mexico and Arizona in 1912, and Alaska 
and Hawaii in 1959), and man walked on the moon (1969) (Millennium Milestones, 2005).  
These events and advances have been important to our society, yet despite all of them, many 
Americans value tradition even more.  Like fireworks on the Fourth of July and popcorn at 
the movies, college football bowl games have become a part of our culture; and the tradition 
is an important part of college football’s history.   
In the months leading up to that first bowl game in 1902, the president of the 
Tournament of Roses determined the two teams that were going to compete in the first Rose 
Bowl contest.  During the event, the public demand for seats at that game exceeded the 
supply.  The teams wore new uniforms, traveled great distances to have the honor of playing 
in Pasadena and arrived days before the event (umich.edu, 2005).  More than 100 years later, 
the Rose Bowl is still one of the biggest, most lucrative, and most important bowl games in 
2college football and the ties it shares with its past are evident.  Just as in 1902, the 2005 Rose 
Bowl committee selected the two teams that competed in their game.  The demand for seats 
exceeded supply, the teams wore new uniforms (or at least had new patches on them), 
traveled great distances and arrived days before the actual game.  The University of 
Michigan (Michigan) even played in both games (1902 and 2005).  Over the course of time, 
the scale of events surrounding bowl games has been amplified, as demonstrated by the fact 
that the first Rose Bowl generated revenues of just over $3,000 and had 2,500 seats, while 
the 2005 Rose Bowl paid out more than $30 million and seated more than 93,000 people 
(tournamentofroses.com, 2005); none the less, the tradition of bowl games themselves has 
remained a constant.  
Following the 2005 regular season, 28 bowl games were played in 25 different 
communities.  Half of these bowl games have been in existence for at least 15 years and 12 
of these bowl games have been played for 25 or more years.  This same bowl season 
involved approximately 5,600 student-athletes, 11,000 band members, 1,100 cheerleaders, 
50,000 – 100,000 performers, and millions of fans (Bowl Background, 2005).  
The Bowl Championship Series (BCS), was created in 1998 to “preserve and nurture” 
these rich traditions, “while at the same time providing a means for the nation’s two highest 
ranked teams to play annually in a bowl game to determine the national champion” (History 
of the BCS, 2005, paragraph 2).  From 1998 through 2005, the BCS has been comprised of 
four major bowl games: the Rose Bowl presented by Citi, the Nokia Sugar Bowl, the FedEx 
Orange Bowl and the Tostitos Fiesta Bowl (About the BCS, 2005).  Since the inception of 
the BCS in 1998, the six major conferences: the Atlantic Coast (ACC), the Big East, the Big 
10, the Big 12, the Pacific 10 (Pac 10) and the Southeastern (SEC) have agreed to send their 
3conference champions to one of the four lucrative BCS bowl games.  In the seven year span 
stretching from the first BCS bowl game following the 1998 regular season through the 2005 
BCS bowl games, 56 individual teams (eight per year) from 33 different universities have 
played in one of the four BCS bowl games (History of the BCS, 2005).   
The financial benefits for the eight teams selected to participate in the BCS bowl 
games are impressive.  The eight teams selected to play in the 2006 BCS bowl games are 
projected to receive more than $125 million; for an average of over $15.7 million per 
participant (Wieberg, 2005).  In contrast, the 48 teams playing in non-BCS bowl games in 
2006 are expected to receive approximately $61 million; an average of less than $1.3 million 
per participant (Bowl Background, 2005).   
The exposure for the eight teams selected to participate in the BCS bowl games is 
also remarkable.  According to Nielsen Media Research, a television ratings point is a value 
equal to one percent of a population or universe (Nielsen Media Research, 2006).  The 
United States has approximately 110.2 million household televisions (Nielsen Ratings, 
2006).  On average, the 2006 BCS bowl games had television ratings of almost 14.0; 
approximately 15,428,000 televisions tuned in to the games.  In comparison, the other 24 
bowl games averaged television ratings of less than 3.0 (TV Ratings, 2006).  The Rose Bowl, 
the 2006 BCS National Championship Game, had television ratings of 21.7; making it the 
highest rated college football game in almost two decades (TV Ratings, 2006).  The higher 
the television ratings are, the greater the exposure is that universities have to recruits, donors, 
and fans.  Having a claim to the title “national champion” carries with it additional rewards 
as well, as demonstrated by Georgia Tech, who in 1991 shared the national championship.  
4Following that game, Georgia Tech reported 20% gains in enrollment and giving (Goff, 
1996). 
Selection to the BCS games has changed slightly over the years, but remains 
dependent on conference affiliation, win-loss record, human polls and computer rankings.  
The 2005 BCS Standings included three components: USA Today Coaches Poll, Harris 
Interactive College Football Poll, and an average of six computer rankings (BCS Standings, 
2005).  Selection into a BCS bowl game, not only means increased revenue, but may aid in 
the future recruiting of student-athletes (in revenue and non-revenue sports),  giving to the 
athletic department and university, applications to the university, and awareness of the brand 
of the university.  Statistics and variables range from computer to computer and poll to poll, 
but remain important in deciding who gets to play in the BCS bowl games.   
Purpose of the Study 
 The purpose of this study was to create a profile of the 56 football teams selected to 
play in BCS bowl games since the inception of the BCS in 1998 through the 2004 season.  
The profiles are presented individually, with each team having their own profile; yearly, with 
each year represented by a composite profile of the eight teams selected for that year’s BCS 
bowl games; and as an aggregate group, with all fifty-six teams’ statistics averaged to 
produce a single profile of a BCS bowl bound team.  A secondary purpose of this study was 
to identify any trends that have developed over the seven year period.   
Profile Variables: 
On-Field Variables 
Numeric (Quantitative)  
• Total Offense (Yards per Game) 
5• Total Defense (Yards Allowed per Game) 
• Scoring Offense (Average Points Scored per Game) 
• Scoring Defense (Average Points Allowed per Game) 
• Margin of Victory 
• Turnover Margin 
Off-Field Variables 
Numeric (Quantitative)  
• Overall Record (Wins and Losses) 
• Non-Conference Record (Non-Conference Wins and Losses) 
• Number of Home Games 
• Number of Away Games 
• Number of Neutral Site Games 
• Number of Division I-AA Games (Number of Division I-AA Opponents) 
• Average Home Game Attendance 
• Stadium Capacity (Percent Full) 
• 2004 Total Athletic Department Revenues / Expenses 
• 2004 Total Football Revenues / Expenses 
• Head Coach – Number of Years as a Head Coach 
• Head Coach – Number of Years as a Head Coach at that Particular University 
• Head Coach – Number of Previous BCS Bowl Appearances 
• Head Coach – First BCS Bowl (Career Year of Coach’s First BCS Bowl Game) 
• Pre-Season Rank (Associated Press Pre-Season Rankings) 
• Post-Season Rank (Final Regular Season BCS Rankings) 
6• Strength of Schedule (Sagarin Strength of Schedule Ranking) 
• Recruiting Class Average Rank (Rivals.com Average Recruiting Class Ranking for 
the Five Recruiting Classes Preceding the BCS Bowl Appearance) 
Nominal (Categorical)  
• Conference 
• Location 
• Bowl (BCS Bowl Game) 
Research Questions 
1. For each of the fifty-six teams evaluated, what is the team’s profile? 
2. What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 1998? 
3. What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 1999? 
4. What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2000? 
5. What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2001? 
6. What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2002? 
7. What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2003? 
8. What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2004? 
79. What is the profile of the aggregate group (all 56 teams’ profiles averaged)? 
10. What empirical trends for each on-field game statistic may be detected among the 
BCS bowl teams? 
11. What empirical trends for each off-field game statistic and team factor can be 
detected among the BCS bowl teams? 
12. Have the on-field trends changed from 1998 to 2004? 
13. Have the off-field trends changed from 1998 to 2004? 
Definition of Terms 
For purposes of this study, the following terms have been defined with operational 
definitions: 
• BCS (Bowl Championship Series) – the BCS was established to determine the 
national champion for college football while maintaining and enhancing the bowl 
system that's nearly 100 years old.  The BCS is comprised of the four major bowl 
games: the Rose Bowl presented by Citi, the Nokia Sugar Bowl, the FedEx Orange 
Bowl and the Tostitos Fiesta Bowl; resulting in the selection of eight teams.  Six of 
the eight positions are reserved for the champions of the six major intercollegiate 
athletic conferences: The Atlantic Coast Conference (ACC), The Big East, The Big 
Ten, The Big 12, The Pacific 10 (PAC-10) and the Southeastern Conference (SEC).  
The remaining two at-large positions are open to any Division I-A team 
(bcsfootball.org, 2005). 
• BCS Bowl Bound Team – any Division I-A football team selected to play in the Rose 
Bowl, Nokia Sugar Bowl, FedEx Orange Bowl or the Tostitos Fiesta Bowl.  Please 
8note, individual institutions may have multiple teams represented in this study (i.e. 
Ohio State-2002 is considered a different team than Ohio State-2003). 
• BCS Bowl Game – the Rose Bowl, Nokia Sugar Bowl, FedEx Orange Bowl or the 
Tostitos Fiesta Bowl. 
• Division I-A – Universities, colleges and institutions with football programs 
operating at the highest athletic level of intercollegiate athletics. 
• Non-BCS Bowl Game – any college football bowl game that is not considered a BCS 
bowl game. 
• Total Athletic Department Revenues/Expenses – Athletic department revenues and 
expenses reported annually by the institution to the Office of Postsecondary 
Education. 
• Total Football Program Revenues/Expenses – Football program related revenues and 
expenses reported annually by the institution to the Office of Postsecondary 
Education. 
• Years - the year a football season began is used to describe that football season and its 
post-season bowl games (i.e. 1998 refers to the 1998-1999 season). 
Assumptions 
 For purposes of this study, the following assumptions were used: 
• All data provided for and used in this study is accurate. 
• Seven years is a sufficient amount of time to identify trends found among BCS 
teams. 
Limitations 
For purposes of this study the following items were determined to be limitations: 
9• Other statistics or factors could be measured to profile teams selected to play in 
BCS bowl games. 
• BCS selection rules may have changed over the course of this study. 
• Football game rules may have changed over the course of this study. 
• Institutions have changed conference affiliations over the course of this study. 
• Methods used to capture and report financial data may vary from institution to 
institution and from year to year.   
• Methods used to capture and report football attendance data may vary from 
institution to institution and from year to year.   
• This study cannot account for or control human and/or environmental factors that 
may have contributed to a team making a BCS game. 
Delimitations 
The football programs examined for this study were limited to the 56 individual 
NCAA Division I-A teams selected to play in the four post-season BCS bowl games (Rose 
Bowl, Nokia Sugar Bowl, FedEx Orange Bowl and the Tostitos Fiesta Bowl) from 1998 to 
2004.  
Significance of the Study 
 Since the inception of the BCS in 1998, 56 football teams have been selected to play 
in one of the four lucrative BCS bowl games.  This study will provide a profile of those 
teams and demonstrate how those profiles have changed over time.  Considering that “most 
football programs at this level are the revenue generating machines for their respective 
athletic departments” (Reeves, 2005, p. 9) and that BCS Bowl games are the single largest 
guaranteed athletics revenue generator, a study of this type may be of importance.  This study 
10 
may serve as an aid to athletic administrators who want to know what these teams look like 
and have the ability to recognize developing trends. 
This study may become even more valuable after the 2006 season, when the number 
of teams selected to play in BCS bowl games is scheduled to increase from eight teams to ten 
teams (Future BCS Structure, 2005).  The addition of one more BCS bowl game will provide 
two additional opportunities for all Division I-A conferences and institutions to participate in 
and reap the benefits of a BCS bowl game.  The BCS arrangement has been agreed to by all 
eleven conferences and Notre Dame through the January, 2010 bowl season (Future BCS 
Structure, 2005).   
As long as bowl games remain the post-season system of choice in college football, 
conferences and universities will continue to want to be selected for these BCS bowl games.  
There are many opinions on post-season college football, but there is very little empirical 
research on the selection of teams for BCS bowl games.  This study and the profiles it creates 
may provide institutions with insight as to what past teams have done and provide a 
benchmark for athletic administrators, coaches, and fans to compare their own teams.
CHAPTER II 
REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
 
The Bowl Championship Series (BCS) was introduced in 1998 and remains the 
guiding structure for Division I-A college football’s post-season.  The BCS has now been in 
place for seven years and since its inception, 4 BCS bowl games have been played each year, 
resulting in 28 individual games and 56 competing teams.  This review of literature will 
explore college football’s past, present and future relationship with bowl games.  The first 
section will examine the history of college football and the introduction of bowl games.  The 
second segment will explore college football’s relationship with the National Collegiate 
Athletic Association (NCAA), the governing body of intercollegiate athletics.  The third 
section will review the evolution of the Bowl Championship Series, college football’s current 
post-season system.  The fourth section will examine the current financial state associated 
with the BCS.  The final section will discuss recent congressional involvement in college 
football’s post-season play. 
History of College Football and the Introduction of Bowl Games 
College football has been part of our culture in the United States since the late 1800’s 
and is “one of the few sporting activities that is uniquely American” (Goudge, 1984, p. 1).  
The first game on record was played on November 6, 1869, when Rutgers University hosted 
and defeated Princeton University six goals to four.  The game was played with a round ball, 
on a field that was 120 yards long and 75 yards wide.  Each team had 25 players on its side, 
12 
and officials were not used.  After the game, the teams had dinner together, and Princeton 
issued a challenge, a re-match on Princeton’s home field a week later.  Rutgers accepted the 
challenge that evening, and the first college football rivalry was born (College Football 
Encyclopedia, 2005).  
The 1870’s and 1880’s brought forth the addition of more university football teams.  
Along with those teams came changes.  Three officials came into play, a judge from each 
team and one neutral referee.  In addition, the character of the ball changed from round to 
egg-shaped, a crossbar was added to the goal posts, the size of the field was reduced, and the 
number of players on each side was lowered first to 15 and eventually to 11.  Walter Camp, a 
former Yale player and eventual Yale coach, is credited with many of the game’s greatest 
changes.  Camp revised the rules in the early 1880’s, established a system of downs for 
advancing the ball, planned play strategy and introduced verbal signals.  By the end of the 
1890’s, roughly 250 colleges were playing football (College Football Encyclopedia, 2005). 
Post-season college football began just after the turn of the twentieth century and 
nearly 33 years after that first Princeton – Rutgers game.  Looking to showcase a sporting 
event following the Tournament of Roses Parade, the Tournament President, James Wagner, 
invited the University of Michigan (Michigan) to play Stanford University (Stanford) on 
January 1, 1902, in Pasadena, CA.  Michigan accepted the offer, and by doing so, helped start 
the tradition of bowl games.  Leaving behind below freezing temperatures and six inches of 
snow, the Michigan football team departed Ann Arbor, MI on December 17, 1901, and 
arrived in Pasadena, CA eight days later to a warm, 80 degree-plus welcoming (1902 Rose 
Bowl, 2005).   
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The morning of the game, the Michigan team dressed in their new uniforms and rode 
in the Rose Parade.  Afterward, the two teams met on the field at Tournament Park at 2:57 
PM.  Approximately 8,000 fans attended the game; 5,500 of those fans stood and watched 
from the sideline.   The remaining 2,500 fans, those that arrived first, occupied the reserved 
seats, even though many of them lacked the tickets required to sit in that section.   Without 
making a single player substation, Michigan went on to beat Stanford, 49-0 in a game that 
ended with eight minutes remaining on the clock.  At that time, the Stanford captain, Ralph 
Fisher, offered to concede and Michigan accepted.  In doing so, Michigan kept their perfect 
season intact, finishing the year undefeated at 11-0 and un-scored upon; beating their 
opponents a combined 550-0 (1902 Rose Bowl, 2005). 
The game, which would later become known as 1902 Rose Bowl, turned a profit of 
$3,161.86.  Even with the profit, the tournament committee decided to replace the football 
game the following year with a chariot race.  The large margin of victory, they feared, would 
make an annual bowl game unappealing to the spectators (1902 Rose Bowl, 2005).  After 
more than a decade away, football returned to the Tournament of Roses for good in 1916.  In 
1923, the New Year’s Day game was moved from Tournament Park to its new home in the 
Arroyo Seco area of Pasadena.  Modeled after the Yale Bowl, “the first great modern football 
stadium” (Tournament of Roses History, 2005, paragraph 3), the new stadium and the New 
Year’s Day football game played in it, have become known simply as, “The Rose Bowl” 
(Tournament of Roses History, 2005, paragraph 3).  Due in large part to its status as the first 
bowl game, its wonderful history and the family of bowl games that followed, it has also 
come to be known as “The Granddaddy of Them All” (Tournament of Roses History, 2005, 
paragraph 5). 
14 
College Football and the NCAA 
The National Collegiate Athletic Association (NCAA) was established three years 
after the first Rose Bowl.  “It was the flying wedge, football’s major offense in 1905, that 
spurred the formation of the NCAA” (History of the NCAA, 2006, paragraph 1).  In 
December of 1905, in an attempt to curb the number of injuries and deaths, President 
Theodore Roosevelt convened a group of 12 college athletics leaders to reform college 
football’s playing rules.  That group of individuals grew to 62, and together they founded the 
Intercollegiate Athletic Association of the United States (IAAUS).  In 1910, the IAAUS 
became the NCAA.  In its beginning, the NCAA was simply a discussion group and rules 
making committee, and did not host National Championships until 1921.  Over time, 
however, the discussion groups grew more formal and the rules making committees more 
numerous.  A full-time executive director was hired in 1951 and a national headquarters was 
established a year later (History of the NCAA, 2006). 
In 1973, the NCAA was divided into three separate divisions; each with its own 
legislation.  Five years later, in 1978, Division I voted to create sub-divisions I-A, I-AA, and 
I-AAA (History of the NCAA, 2006).  Division I universities “are the major collegiate 
athletic powers, with larger budgets, more elaborate facilities, and higher numbers of athletic 
scholarships” (Wikipedia, paragraph 1, 2006).  Division I-A universities field fairly elaborate 
football programs and are required by the NCAA to meet minimum attendance requirements 
(Division I, II, and III Criteria, 2006).  The traditional football powers have been housed in 
Division I-A ever since 1978.  Six years after Division I subdivided, a court case was brought 
forward that changed the relationship between the NCAA and college football, the National 
15 
Collegiate Athletic Association v. Board of Regents of the University of Oklahoma and 
University of Georgia Athletic Association (468 US 85). 
From post-World War II until 1984, the NCAA controlled all college football 
telecasts, including the negotiation of television contracts and the decisions of which teams 
played on television and when they played (Bennett and Fizel, 1995).  The University of 
Oklahoma and the University of Georgia wanted the ability to negotiate their own television 
contracts and have more televised football contests.  To achieve their goals, the universities 
filed the aforementioned lawsuit.  The NCAA acknowledged its involvement restricted the 
actions of their member schools, but argued a need for the restriction in order to retain 
competitive balance (Bennett and Fizel, 1995).  The court however, recognized the NCAA’s 
actions and the NCAA Football Television Plan as a violation of the Sherman Anti-Trust 
Act.  They ruled in favor of the universities and granted them, along with all other 
universities, the property rights to their respective football games.  Along with this decision, 
came the universities’ ability to negotiate television rights, resulting in a great deal more of 
college football games being broadcasted on television (Bennett and Fizel, 1995). 
Even with the court’s decision in the Oklahoma and Georgia case, the NCAA has 
remained active in intercollegiate athletics and college football’s regular season.  Over the 
course of the last century the NCAA has evolved from a discussion group to become the 
recognized regulator of intercollegiate athletics with the power to legislate and govern 
financial aid for student-athletes and the power to impose sanctions on those member 
institutions which violate the association’s rules and regulations” (Goudge, 1984).  In the 
association’s own words, their “purpose is to govern competition in a fair, safe, equitable and 
sportsmanlike manner” (Our Mission, 2006, paragraph 2).  Today, the NCAA has three 
16 
divisions, 1,024 active member schools, 88 championships, and approximately 350 
employees (History of the NCAA, 2006).  However, the NCAA does not host bowl games 
and does not conduct a national championship for the 117 Institutions that compete in 
Division I-A football (ncaa.org, 2005).  Division I-A football is the only NCAA governed 
sport without an NCAA championship.  The NCAA maintains the operating and 
administrative bylaws of Division I-A football, but has never governed its post-season play 
and is not involved in the selection process of its national champion (ncaa.org, 2005).  Since 
1998, that task has been managed by the Bowl Championship Series (BCS); the organization 
that determines which teams compete for the Division I-A national football championship. 
Evolution of the Bowl Championship Series 
The Bowl Championship Series (BCS), was created in 1998 to “preserve and nurture 
the rich traditions and many benefits of the bowl games while at the same time providing a 
means for the nation’s two highest ranked teams to play annually in a bowl game to 
determine the national champion” (History of the BCS, 2005, paragraph 2).  The American 
Statistician (2004) states the “BCS folks are trying to give the public what it wants within the 
political constraints imposed by the various participants”; intimating the various participants 
include television networks, bowl game organizers, university administrations, teams, 
coaches, media, and fans (Reply, 2004, p. 194).  Prior to 1998, two opinion polls (the 
Coaches Poll and the Associated Press Poll) determined the Division I-A college football 
national championship.  Football coaches and sports writers voted for the top 25 teams each 
week throughout the season and based their rankings on every Division I-A game played.  
The team that finished the year ranked #1 in both polls was named the national champion.  In 
17 
years where the two polls had different #1 ranked teams, college football recognized two 
national champions (Mease, 2003).   
Prior to 1946, several different systems were used to name college football’s national 
champion.  From 1946-1991, college football recognized multiple national champions 20 
different times (hickoksports.com, 2006).  Shared national championships often resulted 
when the top two teams failed to meet in a single bowl game; and from 1946-1991, the bowl 
games were only able to pair the top two teams in a head to head battle nine times (History of 
the BCS, 2005).  To address the situation and the public’s growing demand for a single 
national champion, five conferences (the Atlantic Coast, the Big East, the Big Eight, the 
Southeastern, and the Southwest) and the University of Notre Dame (Notre Dame) partnered 
with four bowl committees (Cotton Bowl, Fiesta Bowl, Orange Bowl and Sugar Bowl) and 
agreed to develop the Bowl Coalition in 1992 (History of the BCS, 2005).   
The goal of the Coalition was similar to that of today’s BCS, “to increase the 
likelihood of matching the top two teams in the nation while at the same time creating other 
exciting bowl game match-ups that would appeal to fans and would be based on the full 
season’s results” (History of the BCS, 2005, paragraph 32).  The first two years, the Bowl 
Coalition was a huge success, pairing #1 ranked University of Miami (Miami) and #2 ranked 
University of Alabama (Alabama) in 1992’s national championship game in the Sugar Bowl 
and #1 ranked Florida State University (Florida State) and #2 ranked University of Nebraska 
(Nebraska) in 1993’s national championship game in the Orange Bowl.  In 1994, however, 
the Bowl Coalition recognized limitations it was unable to overcome.  Following the 1994 
season, two teams remained undefeated: Nebraska and Pennsylvania State University (Penn 
State).  The two teams were ranked #1 and #2 in the nation, respectively, but due to various 
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bowl arrangements, were unable to meet in a national championship game.  Nebraska, as 
champion of the Big Eight Conference was committed to play in the Orange Bowl, via the 
Bowl Coalition agreement; and Penn State, the champion of the Big Ten Conference, a 
conference not involved in the Bowl Coalition, was committed to play in the Rose Bowl.  
Both teams won their games and remained undefeated, but Nebraska, having beaten #3 
ranked Miami, was named the national champion (History of the BCS, 2005). 
To help remedy some of the problems, the Bowl Alliance replaced the Bowl Coalition 
in 1995.  The goal remained the same as before, “to increase the likelihood of matching the 
top two teams in the nation while at the same time creating other exciting bowl game match-
ups that would appeal to fans and would be based on the full season’s results” (History of the 
BCS, 2005, paragraph 32), but the conferences (ACC, Big East, Big 12, SEC and 
independent, Notre Dame) and bowls (Fiesta, Orange and Sugar) involved in the Alliance 
allowed greater freedom for the top two teams to meet.  The first two years of the Bowl 
Alliance provided the desired outcome of the Alliance.  The 1995 season ended with #1 
ranked Nebraska defeating #2 ranked University of Florida (Florida).  The second year of the 
Alliance however, presented an unanticipated situation.  The 1996 season ended with # 3 
ranked Florida defeating #1 ranked Florida State in the Sugar Bowl.  That same year, #4 
ranked Ohio State University (Ohio State) defeated #2 ranked and previously unbeaten 
Arizona State University (Arizona State) in the Rose Bowl.  Florida was named the national 
champion, but had Arizona State won that game, there could have been a split national 
championship; similar to the following year (History of the BCS, 2005). 
The 1997 season ended the Bowl Coalition / Bowl Alliance era with the unanticipated 
situation the Alliance was trying to avoid, a split national championship.  #1 ranked 
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Michigan won the Rose Bowl in a closely contested battle with Washington State University 
(Washington State), but slipped to the #2 ranking in the coaches’ poll when #2 ranked 
Nebraska soundly beat #3 ranked University of Tennessee (Tennessee) in the Orange Bowl.  
Michigan was named the Associated Press national champion and Nebraska was named 
national champion in the Coaches’ Poll (History of the BCS, 2005). 
Because the two previous systems were unable to pit the two highest ranked teams in 
the country annually in a national title game, 1998 brought forth the college football post-
season system in place today, the Bowl Championship Series (BCS).  The BCS brought the 
six strongest football conferences (ACC, Big East, Big 10, Big 12, Pac-10 and SEC) together 
with the four most prestigious bowl games (Fiesta, Orange, Rose and Sugar) under the shared 
goal of pairing the top two teams in a national championship game.  In exchange for the 
agreement, the four bowl committees were each guaranteed of hosting a national 
championship game every four years and each of the six conferences were guaranteed their 
champions would have a place in one of the four bowl games.  The two remaining BCS bowl 
game spots were reserved for at-large selections (bcsfootball.org, 2005).   
The selection process of the two at-large teams has changed over the years, most 
recently opening up opportunities for schools that compete in conferences outside the 
original six BCS conferences.  For the first six years of the BCS agreement, all of the at-large 
selections came from one of the six original BCS conferences.  Following the 2004 season 
however, the University of Utah, a member of the Mountain West Conference, was selected 
to play in the Fiesta Bowl.  This marked the first time in the history of the BCS, the Bowl 
Alliance and the Bowl Coalition, that a team outside the ACC, Big East, Big 10, Big 12, Pac-
10, SEC or independent, Notre Dame, played in a major bowl game (History of the BCS, 
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2005).  Beginning in January 2007, the new BCS arrangement has made an effort to expand 
the BCS bowl opportunities for all Division I-A college football teams even further.  The 
new arrangement will add a fifth bowl game, a BCS National Championship Game, to the 
original four (Future BCS Structure, 2005).  The addition of another BCS bowl game will 
result in ten teams being selected to play in BCS each year and could result in the addition of 
two more at-large selections.   
Current Financial State of the BCS 
The financial benefits for the eight teams (and their respective conferences) selected 
to participate in the BCS bowl games are large (Martinich, 2002).  The teams selected to play 
in the BCS bowl games receive revenue from two sources: television and the bowl 
organizations (BCS Revenue Distribution, 2005).  The four BCS bowl games are the most 
prestigious of the post-season and their financial payouts are by far the largest of any bowl 
games (Martinich, 2002).  In the 2005 football season, 28 bowl games were played, four of 
which are considered BCS bowl games. The BCS bowl games averaged television ratings of 
almost 14.0 (BCS TV Ratings, 2006), meaning 14% of all televisions in the United States 
tuned in to watch the games and according to USA Today, the total payout for the eight 
teams playing in the 2006 BCS bowl games is projected to be $125.72 million, for an average 
of over $15.7 million per participant (Wieberg, 2005).  
Of the 28 bowl games played in the 2005 season, 24 are considered non-BCS bowl 
games.  The average non-BCS bowl game played in the 2005 season had television ratings of 
less than 3.0 (BCS TV Ratings, 2006) and is projected to receive a payout of less than $1.3 
million per team (BCS Bowl Background, 2005).   
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All together, the BCS estimates college bowls will pay out $187 million in 2006 
(BCS Bowl Background, 2005). 67% of that money will go to the eight teams (and their 
respective conferences) selected to participate in the BCS bowl games.  The remaining 33%, 
approximately $61 million, will be divided among the 48 participants in the non-BCS bowl 
games (BCS Bowl Background, 2005).   
In 2005, the BCS estimated that college bowls (BCS and non-BCS together) will pay 
out $2.1 billion over the next decade, and generate $1.1 billion in annual economic impact 
for the cities that host the bowl games (BCS Bowl Background, 2005).  The bowl games 
have paid out $820 million in the last five years and since almost all of the bowl games are 
nonprofit organizations, the more revenue they generate through ticket sales, sponsors, etc., 
the more money there is to pay to NCAA schools and conferences (BCS Bowl Background, 
2005).  Since the BCS was implemented in 1998, two conferences have benefited the most; 
the Big Ten has averaged $27.8 million in annual bowl revenues, second only to the SEC, 
who has averaged $29.5 million annually (Wieberg, 2005).   
To better understand the impact of bowl money on Division I-A institutions, consider 
the average athletic football program’s revenues and expenses.  The average Division I-A 
college football program generated revenues of $11.5 million and managed expenses of $6.6 
million in fiscal year 2002 (Fulks, 2003).  That same year, the SEC, a Division I-A 
conference that had two teams playing in BCS bowl games, had revenues of $26.9 million.  
The MAC (Mid-American Conference), a Division I-A conference who did not have any 
teams playing in BCS games that year, had revenues of $1.4 million (Fulks, 2003).  The 
revenues for both conferences are related to a number of factors including television 
contracts, advertising, sponsorships, attendance figures and bowl money.  
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Throughout Division I-A, football programs accounted for almost 26% of total 
athletic department expenses in fiscal year 2002 and more than 45% of an athletic 
department’s revenues (Fulks, 2003).  The revenue football generates is supreme.  For 
example, men’s basketball, the second highest revenue producer, only generated 15% of the 
average athletic department’s revenues in fiscal year 2002 (Fulks, 2003).  If program wide 
athletic department expenses continue to rise, as they have in the past, as seen by the 98% 
increase from 1993 to 2002 (Fulks, 2003), athletic departments need football programs to 
continue generating revenues.   
The BCS is Division I-A’s largest potential revenue source.  As mentioned earlier, 
BCS bowl bound teams’ revenues come from two sources: television and the host bowls.  
ABC Sports has had exclusive rights to telecast the four BCS bowl games since the inception 
of the BCS in 1998.  However, beginning in the 2006 post-season, FOX Sports will have the 
telecast rights to the FedEx Orange Bowl, the Nokia Sugar Bowl, the Tostitos Fiesta Bowl 
and National Championship games in 2007, 2008 and 2009.  ABC will continue to have the 
rights to the Rose Bowl through 2014 and will telecast the National Championship game in 
2010 (Future BCS Structure, 2005).   
Under the new BCS arrangement, set to begin following the 2006 season, no more 
than two teams from the same conference may play in the BCS bowls in any particular year.  
For the 2006 season, the six original BCS founding member conference champions will 
continue to receive automatic births in a BCS game.  In addition, one conference champion 
from Conference USA, the Mid-American Conference, the Mountain West conference, the 
Sun Belt Conference or the Western Athletic Conference will receive an automatic BCS birth 
if (1) it is ranked in the top 12 of the final BCS Standings or (2) it is ranked in the top 16 of 
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the final BCS Standings and ahead of one of the one of the other conference champions 
receiving an automatic BCS birth.  However, following the 2007 season, automatic 
qualification standards will be applied to all 11 Division I-A conferences to determine which 
conference champions receive the automatic bids.  Following the 2008 and 2009 seasons, no 
fewer than five conferences and no more than seven conferences will receive automatic BCS 
births.  The BCS estimates that automatic qualifiers will receive payments of approximately 
$17 million following the 2006 season and that amount will increase to $18.5 million 
following the 2009 season.  Any conference placing a second team in a BCS bowl game will 
receive an additional $4.5 million.  Under the new arrangement, Notre Dame, an 
independent, will be guaranteed one of the BCS at-large slots if it finishes the year ranked in 
the top eight of the final BCS Standings.  For years in which Notre Dame is selected to play 
in a BCS game, it will receive $4.5 million; for years in which Notre Dame is not selected to 
play in a BCS game, it will receive approximately $1.3 million for its agreement to 
participate in the BCS arrangement (Future BCS Structure, 2005). 
Recent Congressional Involvement in College Football’s Post-Season Play 
 The Bowl Championship Series (BCS) and college football’s system of post-season 
bowl games has been scrutinized and criticized in numerous magazines, journals, newspapers 
and articles.  The BCS has also been brought before congress.  In 2003, Tulane University 
president, Scott Cowen, speaking on behalf of the Presidential Coalition for Athletics 
Reform, a group of university presidents not affiliated with BCS conferences, spoke out 
against the BCS before the United States Senate Judiciary Committee.  In testimony titled, 
BCS or Bust: Competitive and Economic Effects of the Bowl Championship Series On and 
Off the Field, Cowen voiced four major concerns involving the BCS to congress: unfairness, 
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inconsistency, harm and less restrictive solutions (Cowen, 2003).  Cowen argued the current 
BCS system resulted in financial and competitive harm to the 54 Division I-A programs not 
affiliated with the initial BCS agreement and negatively impacted recruiting, facilities, and 
the public perception of the non-BCS schools.  He also argued the current BCS system 
unfairly controlled major post-season play in Division I-A football, including the national 
championship game.  The BCS  limited access, Cowen argued, through its system of 
automatic qualifiers, biased rankings, and preset arrangements with the conferences, major 
bowls and television networks.  Cowen and the Coalition insisted the BCS was inconsistent 
with all other NCAA championships, including football at other levels, where the national 
champion was crowned through a playoff system (Cowen, 2003).  A short time after his 
testimony, on June 10, 2004, the BCS decided to alter their system to include a fifth BCS 
bowl game.  The additional game, the BCS argued, would open up access to the smaller, less 
powerful conferences and would result in the sharing of more revenues (Future BCS 
Structure, 2005).  As a result, recent modifications and the promise of greater future access 
have quieted many of the coalition’s concerns (Reeves, 2005). 
The BCS went before the United States congress again on Wednesday, December 7, 
2005 to discuss college football’s post season (Congress Won’t Legislate After BCS 
Hearings, 2005).  The House Subcommittee on Commerce Trade and Consumer Protection 
stated that they liked the idea of a playoff system in college football and would like to see the 
NCAA and major athletic conferences come together for a resolution.  The Committee also 
stated they had no intentions of introducing a playoff bill after the hearing (Congress Won’t 
Legislate After BCS Hearings, 2005).   
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In the “Frequently Asked Questions” section of its website, the BCS addresses the 
topic of why it does not employ a national playoff for Division I-A football, with the 
statement: “There has been no directive from college presidents and chancellors to ask the 
BCS commissioners to research or create a playoff structure” (Frequently Asked Questions, 
2005).  The NCAA does not control Division I-A college football’s post season and has not 
since the inception of bowl games in 1902.  Bowl games predate the existence of the NCAA 
and as Kevin Weiberg, the coordinator of the BCS said, “I really do believe the only way 
there will be a change is if the [Division I-A] conferences and Notre Dame agree to that 
change” (Pope, 2005, paragraph 7).  One change the BCS has made to its current bowl 
schedule is the addition of the aforementioned fifth BCS bowl game, the BCS national 
championship game in 2007.     
This review of literature has provided documentation into why Division I-A college 
football uses a bowl system for post-season play and how the Bowl Championship Series 
came into place.  Previous research has focused on various aspects of college football, 
including: the history of college football and bowl games, the NCAA’s role, the current post-
season system, the financial state of the BCS and congressional involvement.   However, 
previous research in the field of college football lacks a more specific, in-depth analysis of 
the teams that have been selected to compete in the financially fruitful BCS bowl games.  
With these concerns in mind, the purpose of this study is to create a profile of the 56 teams 
selected to play in BCS bowl games from 1998 through the 2004 season and identify any 
trends that have developed over the seven year period.   
 
CHAPTER III 
METHODOLOGY 
 
Subjects 
The Bowl Championship Series (BCS) was established in 1998 and is comprised of 
the four major post-season bowl games: the Rose Bowl sponsored by Citi, the Nokia Sugar 
Bowl, the FedEx Orange Bowl and the Tostitos Fiesta Bowl.  Each year from 1998 through 
2004, eight teams have played in the BCS bowl games; resulting in a total of 56 BCS bowl 
bound teams.  These 56 teams comprise the population of this study (Figure 1).  Data was 
collected for each of these teams and their respective universities for the season in which 
they were selected for a BCS bowl game.  These 56 teams do not represent 56 separate 
institutions, as some institutions were represented by multiple teams.  For example, the 
University of Nebraska had two teams in this population: the 1999 team (Nebraska-1999) 
which played in the Fiesta Bowl and the 2001 team (Nebraska-2001) which played in the 
Rose Bowl.  For purposes of this study, each of these teams was identified separately. 
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Figure 1 
 BCS Bowl Bound Teams 
2004 
Fiesta Bowl:  (6) Utah   vs.  (21) Pittsburgh 
Orange Bowl*: (1) Southern California vs.  (2) Oklahoma 
Rose Bowl:  (4) Texas   vs. (13) Michigan 
Sugar Bowl:  (3) Auburn   vs. (8) Virginia Tech 
 
2003 
Fiesta Bowl:  (5) Ohio State   vs.  (10) Kansas State 
Orange Bowl:  (9) Miami   vs.  (7) Florida State 
Rose Bowl:  (3) Southern California vs. (4) Michigan 
Sugar Bowl*:  (2) LSU   vs. (1) Oklahoma 
 
2002 
Fiesta Bowl*: (2) Ohio State   vs.  (1) Miami 
Orange Bowl:  (4) USC   vs.  (5) Iowa 
Rose Bowl:  (7) Oklahoma   vs. (6) Washington State 
Sugar Bowl:  (3) Georgia   vs. (14) Florida State 
 
2001 
Fiesta Bowl:  (4) Oregon   vs.  (3) Colorado 
Orange Bowl:  (5) Florida   vs.  (10) Maryland 
Rose Bowl*:  (1) Miami   vs. (2) Nebraska 
Sugar Bowl:  (13) LSU   vs. (8) Illinois 
 
2000 
Fiesta Bowl:  (6) Oregon State  vs.  (11) Notre Dame 
Orange Bowl*: (1) Oklahoma   vs.  (2) Florida State 
Rose Bowl:  (4) Washington  vs. (14) Purdue 
Sugar Bowl:  (3) Miami   vs. (7) Florida 
 
1999 
Fiesta Bowl:  (3) Nebraska   vs.  (5) Tennessee 
Orange Bowl:  (8) Michigan   vs.  (4) Alabama 
Rose Bowl:  (7) Wisconsin   vs. (22) Stanford 
Sugar Bowl*:  (1) Florida State  vs. (2) Virginia Tech 
 
1998 
Fiesta Bowl*:  (1) Tennessee   vs.  (2) Florida State 
Orange Bowl:  (8) Florida   vs.  (15) Syracuse 
Rose Bowl:  (9) Wisconsin   vs. (5) UCLA 
Sugar Bowl:  (8) Ohio State   vs. (6) Texas A&M 
 
 National Championship Game 
Source: bcsfootball.org 
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Instrumentation 
Using NCAA record books, the BCS website, team media guides, University athletic 
department staff, Equity in Athletics Disclosure Act (EADA) reports, recruiting websites and 
other football related knowledge capital, numerous on-field and off-field statistics were 
compiled for the 56 teams selected to play in the BCS bowl games from the 1998 season 
through the 2004 season. 
Procedures 
Using archival methodology, the following statistics have been compiled for all 56 
teams, for the season in which the team was selected to play in a BCS bowl game: 
Profile Variables: 
On-Field Variables 
Numeric (Quantitative)  
• Total Offense (Yards per Game) 
• Total Defense (Yards Allowed per Game) 
• Scoring Offense (Average Points Scored per Game) 
• Scoring Defense (Average Points Allowed per Game) 
• Margin of Victory 
• Turnover Margin 
Off-Field Variables 
Numeric (Quantitative)  
• Overall Record (Wins and Losses) 
• Non-Conference Record (Non-Conference Wins and Losses) 
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• Number of Home Games 
• Number of Away Games 
• Number of Neutral Site Games 
• Number of Division I-AA Games (Number of Division I-AA Opponents) 
• Average Home Game Attendance 
• Stadium Capacity (Percent Full) 
• 2004 Total Athletic Department Revenues / Expenses 
• 2004 Total Football Revenues / Expenses 
• Head Coach – Number of Years as a Head Coach 
• Head Coach – Number of Years as a Head Coach at that Particular University 
• Head Coach – Number of Previous BCS Bowl Appearances 
• Head Coach – First BCS Bowl (Career Year of Coach’s First BCS Bowl Game) 
• Pre-Season Rank (Associated Press Pre-Season Rankings) 
• Post-Season Rank (Final Regular Season BCS Rankings) 
• Strength of Schedule (Sagarin Strength of Schedule Ranking) 
• Recruiting Class Average Rank (Rivals.com Average Recruiting Class Ranking for 
the Five Recruiting Classes Preceding the BCS Bowl Appearance) 
Nominal (Categorical)  
• Conference 
• Location 
• Bowl (BCS Bowl Game) 
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Statistical Analysis 
 Using descriptive statistics, this study analyzed the entire population of football teams 
that competed in a BCS bowl game from 1998 – 2004.  This study created a profile of those 
56 teams selected to play in BCS bowl games since the inception of the BCS in 1998 through 
the 2004 season.  The profiles are presented in three ways: (1) individually, with each team 
having their own profile; (2) yearly, with each year represented by a composite profile of the 
eight teams selected for that year’s BCS bowl games; and (3) as an aggregate group, with all 
fifty-six teams’ statistics averaged to produce a single profile of a BCS bowl bound team. 
 Using descriptive statistics, the study then analyzed the seven yearly profiles to 
determine if any trends emerged over the course of this seven year period (1998 through 
2004). 
 
CHAPTER IV 
RESULTS 
 
Results from this study were organized into three separate sections.  The first section 
addressed research question 1; using archived data to provide individual profiles of the 56 
teams evaluated.  The profiles include number of wins, number of losses, number of non-
conference wins, number of non-conference losses, number of home games, number of away 
games, number of games played at a neutral site, number of games played against Division I-
AA opponents, total offensive yards averaged per game, total yards averaged against the 
team’s defense per game, average points scored per game, average points scored against the 
team per game, average margin of victory, average turnover margin, average home 
attendance figures, average capacity crowd relative to the size of the stadium, 2004 athletic 
department revenues, 2004 athletic department expenses, 2004 total football revenues, 2004 
total football expenses, the total number of years the head coach was a collegiate or NFL 
head coach, the total number of years the head coach was the head coach at that particular 
university, the number of previous BCS bowls the head coach had coached in, the career year 
of the head coach’s first BCS bowl game, the team’s Associated Press (AP) pre-season rank, 
the team’s final BCS post-season rank, the team’s Sagarin strength of schedule ranking, the 
average rank of the team’s previous five recruiting classes, the conference the team is a 
member of, the university’s geographic location within the United States of America, and the 
BCS bowl the team was selected play in.  The second section addressed research questions 2-
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9; utilizing the data gathered for the individual team profiles to create seven yearly composite 
profiles, one for each year of the study, and one aggregate group profile of all 56 teams’ 
statistics.  The third section addressed research questions 10-13, utilizing the gathered data to 
determine what empirical trends may be detected for the on-field and off-field statistics and if 
those trends have changed from 1998-2004. 
Individual Team Profiles 
Research Question Q1 
Q1 – For each of the 56 teams evaluated, what is the team’s profile? 
There were 56 Division I-A men’s football teams selected to participate in BCS bowl 
games from 1998 to 2004.  Those 56 teams represented 33 universities and a multitude of 
experiences.  Following are highlights of the individual team profiles.  Florida State was 
selected to play in five BCS games (1998, 1999, 2000, 2002, and 2003), more than any other 
university.  The 2002 Ohio State team had 14 wins, the most of any BCS bowl bound team.  
The 2002 Florida State team had five losses, the most of any team in the study.  The 1998 
UCLA team was the only team selected that hosted fewer than six games at home (five).  
Forty-one of the 56 teams (73%) did not play a game against a Division I-AA opponent in 
the year they were selected to play in a BCS bowl game.  Seventy percent of the teams (39 of 
56) averaged at least 400 total offensive yards per game, and three of them (Florida State 
2000, Florida 2001, and Utah 2004) averaged 500 or more yards.  All but seven of the teams 
averaged scoring 30 or more points per game, with the 2004 Utah squad averaging 45.3 
points per game, the most of any team.   
On the defensive side, 53 of the 56 teams (95%) held opponents to fewer than 400 
yards per game.  The 1998 Florida State defense led the group by allowing just 228 yards per 
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game, while the 2000 Miami club holds the record for fewest points allowed, yielding less 
than 10 points per game (9.4).  The 1999 Stanford team was the only BCS team to allow 
more than 30 points per game (31.5). 
The 2001 Miami Hurricanes were the most dominate team, beating opponents by an 
average of almost 34 points per game, and all but two of the 56 BCS bowl teams (96%) 
averaged winning their games by at least a touchdown.  More than half of the teams (29 of 
56) averaged at least a sell-out crowd and all but nine of the teams had stadium capacity 
crowds of 90% or better.  Seven teams averaged more than 100,000 fans per game, with all 
three Michigan teams (2004, 1999, and 2003) holding the top spots.  More than half of the 
coaches (29 of 56) were head coaches for less than 10 years and 2 coaches (2001 Miami and 
2001 Maryland), played in a BCS bowl game in their first year as a head coach.  A coach’s 
second year at a university proved to be the most prolific of all years, as nine different 
programs reached a BCS bowl game in their coach’s second year at the helm.  Eighteen of 
the coaches (32%) reached their first BCS bowl game within the first five years of becoming 
a head coach at either the collegiate or professional level. 
In terms of rankings, six of the seven years examined witnessed the AP pre-season #1 
ranked team get selected for a BCS bowl game.  Thirty-one of the 56 teams (55%) were 
ranked in the AP pre-season top 10 and 47 teams (84%) were ranked in the top 20 in the pre-
season.  Four teams (Pittsburgh 2004, Iowa 2002, Stanford 1999, and Maryland 2001) were 
selected for BCS bowl games without receiving a single vote in the AP pre-season poll.  
Eleven BCS bowl bound teams (20%) had their strength of schedules rated in the top ten, 
while 32 of the teams (57%) had their strength of schedules rated outside the top 25.  The 
2004 Utah team had the weakest ranked strength of schedule at 67 out of 117.  Thirty-two 
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percent of the teams (18 of 56) had an average recruiting class rank in the top ten, while only 
5% (3 teams) had recruiting classes ranked outside the top 40.  The ACC and the Big East 
were the only major conferences to send seven teams to the BCS bowl games, the minimum 
number of teams guaranteed by the BCS arrangement.  The Big 10 was the best represented 
conference with 11 teams in BCS bowl games, but 21 of the teams (38%) selected to play in 
BCS bowl games were from either the south or southeast regions of the United States.   
The 1998 Tennessee individual team profile (Table 1) follows for purposes of 
example and all 56 individual team profiles may be found in Appendix A. 
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Table 1        
 
Descriptive Profile of Tennessee 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
13 0 4 0 6 5 2 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
398 299 33.1 14.5 18.6 1.33 106,914 104% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$71,540,457 $71,540,457 $29,326,709 $13,586,845 7 7 0 7
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
10 1 24 6 SEC Southeast Fiesta  
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Composite Profiles 
The composite profiles were produced utilizing the data gathered for the individual 
team profiles.  The statistics of the individual teams were then averaged to create composite 
profiles.  The seven yearly profiles (1998-2004) represent a combination of the eight teams 
selected to play in the four BCS bowl games for a particular year.  The aggregate group 
profile represents all 56 teams. 
Research Question Q 
Q2 – What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 1998? 
The 1998 yearly profile (Table 57) represented an average of the statistics of the eight 
teams selected to play in BCS bowl games during the 1998 season.  The eight teams used for 
the 1998 profile were Tennessee-1998, Florida State-1998, Florida-1998, Syracuse-1998, 
Wisconsin-1998, UCLA-1998, Ohio State-1998, and Texas A&M-1998.  The following are 
highlights from the 1998 profile.  As a group, the 1998 BCS teams averaged more than 10 
wins per team (10.6).  The 1998 teams were the only year to average less than six home 
games (5.9), and had the only team that played fewer than six home games (UCLA-1998).  
Only one team (Florida-1998) in 1998 played a game against a Division I-AA opponent.  The 
1998 group averaged the fewest total offensive yards (412) of all years evaluated and had 
two teams (Texas A&M-1998 and Wisconsin-1998) average less than 350 yards per game of 
total offense.  Not coincidentally, 1998 also averaged the fewest points per game scored 
(33.3). 
On the defensive side, the 1998 teams allowed the fewest yards to be gained against 
them (305) and yielded the second fewest points (16.6).  The group’s margin of victory was 
37 
the thinnest of any year (16.7), but the turnover margin was the biggest (1.02), with six of the 
eight teams averaging 1.00 or higher and Wisconsin-1998 averaging more than 2.00.   
The 1998 teams averaged crowds filling their home stadiums at a rate of 99%, the 
highest of any year, despite UCLA-1998 posting a stadium capacity of only 81%.  The 
average home crowd for 1998 BCS bowl bound teams totaled 77,943 people.  The head 
coaches of the 1998 teams had the longest tenure (13.9 years) as head coaches and the most 
amount of longevity at their respective universities (10.0 years).  All eight teams in 1998 had 
AP pre-season rankings of 20 or better and three of the teams (Ohio State-1998, Florida 
State-1998, and Florida-1998) were ranked in the pre-season top three.  The average Sagarin 
strength of schedule rating was 24.0 and the average recruiting class rank was 14.3 (tied for 
first with 2003 for highest).  The two at-large teams selected were from the SEC and the Big 
10.   
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Table 57        
 
Descriptive Profile of 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.6 1.9 3.3 1.1 5.9 4.8 1.9 0.1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
412 305 33.3 16.6 16.7 1.02 77,943 99% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$62,813,777 $58,749,958 $31,201,736 $14,632,436 13.9 10.0 0.0 13.9 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
9.3 6.8 24.0 14.3 N/A N/A N/A  
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Research Question Q3 
Q3 – What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 1999? 
The 1999 yearly profile (Table 58) represented an average of the statistics of the eight 
teams selected to play in BCS bowl games during the 1999 season.  The eight teams used for 
the 1999 profile were Nebraska-1999, Tennessee-1999, Michigan-1999, Alabama-1999, 
Wisconsin-1999, Stanford-1999, Florida State-1999, and Virginia Tech-1999.  The following 
are highlights from the 1999 profile.  As a group, the 1999 teams averaged just 10.3 wins per 
team, the fewest of any year.  Similar to 1998, only one of the 1999 teams (Virginia Tech-
1999) faced a Division I-AA opponent.  The 1999 teams ranked in the middle of the group in 
total offensive (416 yards) and total defense (311 yards), with three teams (Nebraska-1999, 
Michigan-1999, and Alabama-1999) failing to reach 400 yards per game of total offense and 
one team (Stanford-1999) allowing more than 400 yards to be gained against them.   The 
scoring offense and defense also ranked in the middle of the pack (34.5 and 17.1 points, 
respectively).  The turnover margin for the 1999 teams was the worst of any year (0.62), with 
only one team (Wisconsin-1999) achieving a margin of 1.0 or higher.  
The year 1999 had five of the eight teams average home sell-out crowds, but also had 
the 1999 Stanford team average a group low 58% stadium capacity.  The head coaches of the 
1999 teams had the second shortest tenure (10.3 years) as head coaches, but the third longest 
longevity at their respective institutions (8.8 years).  Five of the 1999 teams were ranked in 
the AP pre-season top ten, but Stanford-1999 was one of only four schools in the entire 
population to not receive a pre-season ranking.  The 1999 teams had the second best Sagarin 
strength of schedule ranking (23.3), with the member teams having the #1 and #2 most 
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difficult schedules of that year (Alabama-1999 and Michigan-1999, respectively).  The 
average recruiting class rank was 15.4.  As was the case in 1998, the two at-large selections 
came from the SEC and the Big 10. 
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Table 58        
 
Descriptive Profile of 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.3 2.0 3.1 1.0 6.3 4.8 1.3 0.1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
416 311 34.5 17.1 17.4 0.62 79,733 96% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$58,703,456 $51,642,646 $28,405,136 $11,956,752 10.3 8.8 0.4 9.1 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13.9 6.5 23.3 15.4 N/A N/A N/A  
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Research Question Q4 
Q4 – What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2000? 
The 2000 yearly profile (Table 59) represented an average of the statistics of the eight 
teams selected to play in BCS bowl games during the 2000 season.  The eight teams used for 
the 2000 profile were Oregon State-2000, Notre Dame-2000, Oklahoma-2000, Florida State-
2000, Washington-2000, Purdue-2000, Miami-2000 and Florida-2000.  The following are 
highlights from the 2000 profile.  As a group, the 2000 BCS teams averaged 10.5 wins per 
team and each of the eight teams hosted six home games.  Two teams (Oregon State-2000 
and Miami-2002) played against a Division I-AA opponent over the course of the season.   
Offensively, the year 2000 was the second most prolific of the study, with the group 
averaging 437 yards of total offense and scoring 36.2 points per game.  Defensively, the year 
2000 was the second worst of the study, allowing opponents to gain an average of 324 yards 
per game.  The 2000 teams’ margin of victory and turnover margin however, were the second 
best of the group at 18.2 points per game and a positive turnover margin of 0.81.  The home 
stadium capacity was filled to 97% in 2000 (second highest of the group), but the average 
attendance was 68,812 fans per game (second lowest of the group).  The head coaches had 
the second shortest tenure at their respective institutions (7 years), before taking that 
university to a BCS game.  The 2002 teams had an average AP pre-season ranking of 18, but 
had two teams ranked #40 or higher.  The average Sagarin strength of schedule ranking was 
26.8, but only one team (Washington) had their schedule ranked in the top ten. The average 
recruiting class rank was 15.8 and the at-large selections were from the Pac 10 and 
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Independent, Notre Dame.  This was the first year neither the Big 10 nor SEC received an 
additional BCS slot. 
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Table 59        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.5 1.9 4.0 1.3 6.0 4.8 1.6 0.3 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
437 324 36.2 18.0 18.2 0.81 68,812 97% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$50,757,344 $48,787,185 $28,206,186 $12,687,787 11.0 7.0 0.4 10.5 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
18.0 6.0 26.8 15.8 N/A N/A N/A  
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Research Question Q5 
Q5 – What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2001? 
The 2001 yearly profile (Table 60) represents an average of the statistics of the eight 
teams selected to play in BCS bowl games during the 2001 season.  The eight teams used for 
the 2001 profile were Oregon-2001, Colorado-2001, Florida-2001, Maryland-2001, Miami-
2001, Nebraska-2001, LSU-2001, and Illinois-2001.  The following are highlights from the 
2001 profile.  As a group, the 2001 BCS teams averaged 10.5 wins per team.  All eight teams 
hosted at lease six home game and three teams (Maryland-2001, Nebraska-2001, and LSU-
2001) hosted seven or more.  Three of the eight teams (Maryland-2001, Miami-2001, and 
Nebraska-2001) played games against Division I-AA opponents.   
The year 2001 bore witness to the highest offensive numbers of the study, with teams 
averaging 452 yards of total offense per game and scoring an average of 36.3 points per 
game.  It also witnessed the weakest defensive efforts for the seasons, as opponents averaged 
338 yards per game and scored an average of 18.4 points per game against the 2001 BCS 
teams.  The average crowd sizes were the smallest of the study in 2001, with teams averaging 
less than 62,000 fans per home game and stadium capacity crowds of only 93%.  
The universities represented in the year 2001 had the lowest overall athletics and 
football revenues and expenses for the year 2004.  The 2001 teams also had the coaches with 
the shortest tenure as head coaches (7.6 years) and the least amount of time at their respective 
universities (4.6 years) before taking that university to a BCS bowl game.  In 2001, six of the 
eight coaches brought their university to a BCS game within their first five years of being the 
head coach and only two of the eight coaches (Florida-2001 and Nebraska-2001) had been to 
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a BCS bowl game before.  Three of the eight teams were ranked in the AP pre-season top 
five, but one team (Maryland-2001) failed to receive a single vote in the pre-season poll.  In 
the end of year rankings, six of the top eight teams in the final 2001 BCS poll, including all 
top five teams, were selected for BCS bowl games.   
The 2001 teams represented the third worst Sagarin strength of schedule rankings 
(27.9) and the second worst average ranked recruiting classes (19.4).  The at-large selections 
were #2 ranked Nebraska (Big 12) and #5 ranked Florida (SEC). 
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Table 60        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.5 1.9 3.0 0.9 6.5 4.5 1.4 0.4 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
452 338 36.3 18.4 17.8 0.69 61,569 93% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$50,368,399 $48,376,933 $23,375,097 $11,115,248 7.6 4.6 0.4 7.0 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
17.8 5.8 27.9 19.4 N/A N/A N/A  
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Research Question Q6 
Q6 – What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2002? 
The 2002 yearly profile (Table 61) represented an average of the statistics of the eight 
teams selected to play in BCS bowl games during the 2002 season.  The eight teams used for 
the 2002 profile were Ohio State-2002, Miami-2002, Southern California-2002, Iowa-2002, 
Oklahoma-2002, Washington State-2002, Georgia-2002, and Florida State-2002.  The 
following are highlights from the 2002 profile.  As a group, the 2002 BCS football teams 
won more games than any other year in this study (92), for an average of 11.5 wins per team.  
Four of the teams (Ohio State-2002, Miami-2002, Oklahoma-2002, and Georgia-2002) won 
12 games or more and only one (Florida State-2002) failed to win 10 games.  Three of the 
teams (Ohio State-2002, Iowa-2002, and Georgia-2002) hosted more than six home games in 
2002 and three teams (Miami-2002, Washington State-2002, and Georgia-2002) faced 
Division I-AA opponents.  
Half of the 2002 BCS teams failed to gain 400 total yards of offense, yet the teams 
combined to have the third highest scoring averages (34.7 points per game).  Defensively, the 
2002 squad allowed the second most points of any year (18.2 points allowed per game) and 
had the smallest margin of victory (16.5) of any year.  Home stadium capacity (94%) was the 
second lowest of any year, as was average attendance (72,725 spectators per game).  The 
average head coach had been coaching for 11.6 years, with 7.1 years at their respective 
institutions.  However, six of the eight coaches were at their respective universities for no 
more than four years.  The three highest ranked teams in the 2002 AP pre-season poll were 
selected for BCS games, but so was Iowa-2002, a team that was not ranked in the AP pre-
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season poll.  By the end of the year however, the top seven teams ranked in the final BCS 
poll were selected for a BCS bowl, with only the ACC champion, Florida State-2002 ranked 
outside the top ten.  The 2002 teams had the toughest Sagarin strength of schedule ranking 
(22.9) of any year evaluated.  The at-large selections went to the Big 10 and the Pac 10. 
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Table 61        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11.5 2.0 4.1 1.3 6.5 5.6 1.4 0.4 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
413 319 34.7 18.2 16.5 0.72 72,725 94% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$56,147,175 $51,787,993 $29,895,845 $14,268,876 11.6 7.1 0.6 10.8 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13.6 5.3 22.9 19.2 N/A N/A N/A  
51 
Research Question Q7 
Q7 – What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2003? 
The 2003 yearly profile (Table 62) represented an average of the statistics of the eight 
teams selected to play in BCS bowl games during the 2003 season.  The eight teams used for 
the 2003 profile were Ohio State-2003, Kansas State-2003, Miami-2003, Florida State-2003, 
Southern California-2003, Michigan-2003, LSU-2003, and Oklahoma-2003.  The following 
are highlights from the 2003 profile.  As a group, the 2003 BCS teams averaged 11.3 wins 
per team.  Six of the eight teams hosted at least seven home games, including two teams 
(Ohio State-2003 and Kansas State-2003) who played eight.  There were no undefeated 
teams.  Two teams (Kansas State-2003 and LSU-2003) played games against Division I-AA 
opponents.  The 2003 teams averaged 415 yards of total offense and 34.3 points per game, 
relatively low when compared to other years, but the 2003 defenses allowed opponents to 
gain only 289 yards and 15.9 points per game (both the lowest of any year).  The 2003 teams 
had the largest margin of victory (18.4) with only the second smallest turnover margin (.67).  
The average stadiums of 2003 BCS bowl bound teams were 96% full, with 82,020 fans. 
The universities represented in the year 2003 had the second highest overall athletics 
revenues and expenses for the year 2004.  On average, the 2003 head coaches had the second 
greatest longevity in career years (12.8) and head coaching tenure at their respective 
universities (8.9 years).  All but one of the coaches (Kansas State-2003) had been to a BCS 
bowl before 2003.  The 2003 teams had the highest AP pre-season ranking of any year, with 
an average ranking of 6.5 and finished the year ranked even higher (final average BCS post-
season ranking of 5.1).  All eight 2003 BCS bowl bound teams finished the year ranked in 
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the top ten.  The teams had the second weakest Sagarin strength of schedule (28.5), but tied 
for the best average recruiting class rank (14.3).  The at-large selections went to the Big 10 
and the Big 12. 
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Table 62        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11.3 2.3 4.1 1.0 7.0 5.1 1.4 0.4 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
415 289 34.3 15.9 18.4 0.67 82,020 96% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$58,863,401 $54,944,210 $31,850,394 $13,517,540 12.8 8.9 1.5 10.5 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
6.5 5.1 28.5 14.3 N/A N/A N/A  
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Research Question Q8 
Q8 – What is the composite profile of the eight teams selected to play in BCS bowl games 
in 2004? 
The 2004 yearly profile (Table 63) represented an average of the statistics of the eight 
teams selected to play in BCS bowl games during the 2004 season.  The eight teams used for 
the 2004 profile were Utah-2004, Pittsburgh-2004, Southern California-2004, Oklahoma-
2004, Texas-2004, Michigan-2004, Auburn-2004, and Virginia Tech-2004.  The following 
are highlights from the 2004 profile.  As a group, the 2004 BCS teams averaged 11 wins per 
team and three teams (Utah-2004, Southern California-2004, and Auburn-2004) finished the 
year (post-season included) undefeated.  All eight teams held at least six home games and 
three teams (Pittsburgh-2004, Auburn-2004, and Virginia Tech-2004) faced Division I-AA 
opponents during the course of the season.  The total offense (425 yards per game) and 
defense (315 yards allowed per game), as well as the scoring offense (34.3 points per game) 
and scoring defense (17.3 points allowed per game) of the 2004 teams were near the average 
of the study.  The margin of victory (17.0), turnover margin (.79) and attendance figures 
(74,724 fans at 95% capacity) were near the aggregate averages as well.   
The average 2004 BCS head coaches had career tenures of nearly 12 years (11.9) and 
had worked at their respective jobs for 7.6 years.  Three of the eight 2004 teams began the 
season ranked #20 or higher in the AP pre-season poll, including Pittsburgh-2004, who failed 
to receive a single vote in the poll.  Two of the teams (Pittsburgh-2004 and Michigan-2004) 
finished the year ranked outside the top ten in the final BCS rankings.  The 2004 teams had 
by far (more than 10 places) the weakest Sagarin strength of schedule rating (39.9) and also 
were the only teams to not have an average recruiting class ranked in the top 20 (23.9).  The 
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two at large selections went to the Big 12 and to Utah-2004 of the Mountain West.  This year 
marked the first time the BCS invited a team from outside one of the six major conferences 
or Notre Dame. 
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Table 63        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11.0 1.5 3.8 0.9 6.3 4.5 1.8 0.4 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
425 315 34.3 17.3 17.0 0.79 74,724 95% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$56,006,131 $50,341,321 $32,165,495 $13,210,159 11.9 7.6 1.0 8.6 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
18.5 7.3 39.9 23.9 N/A N/A N/A  
57 
Research Question Q9 
Q9 – What is the profile of the aggregate group (all 56 teams’ profiles averaged)? 
The aggregate group profile (Table 64) represented an average of the statistics of all 
56 teams selected to play in BCS bowl games from the inaugural 1998 season through the 
2004 season.  The following is a summary of the aggregate profile.  BCS bowl bound teams 
averaged nearly 11 wins per season (10.8) and nearly two losses (1.9), including 
approximately one non-conference loss (1.1).  The teams averaged more than six home 
games (6.3) and less than five away games (4.9) per year.  Only three out of every 10 BCS 
teams faced a Division I-AA opponent in the season in which they were selected for a BCS 
bowl.  The teams averaged 424 yards of total offense and scored nearly 35 points per game 
(34.8).  The defenses allowed opponents to gain an average of 314 yards and yielded fewer 
than 18 points per game (17.4).  The average margin of victory for a BCS bowl bound team 
was more than 17 points and the turnover margin for these teams was 0.76 per game.  The 
teams averaged home crowds of approximately 74,000 people and filled 96% of their 
stadiums.   
The average athletics revenues these BCS bowl bound teams in 2004 were 
$56,237,098 and the average athletics expenses were $52,090,035.  For the same time frame, 
the average football revenues were $29,299,984 and the average football expenses were 
$13,055,542.  On average, the head coaches of these programs have been head coaches at the 
collegiate or professional level for more than 11 years and at their universities for nearly 8 
years.  The average coach reached his first BCS bowl game in the tenth year of his career.   
BCS bowl bound teams had an average AP pre-season ranking of #14 and a BCS 
post-season ranking of #6.  The average BCS bowl bound team’s strength of schedule was 
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ranked #28 and their average recruiting class rank was #18.  The Big 10 had the most teams 
selected for BCS bowl games with 11.  The Big 12 and SEC each sent 10 teams.  The Pac 10 
had nine BCS bowl bound teams, while the Big East and ACC each had seven.  The 
Mountain West has had one team (Utah-2004) selected for a BCS bowl game and Notre 
Dame was the only independent team to have been selected.  The Midwest and Southeast 
regions were each represented by 19 teams, while the West had 11 teams selected, the 
Northeast had 5 and the South had 2. 
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Table 64        
 
Descriptive Profile of Aggregate Group 1998-2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.8 1.9 3.6 1.1 6.3 4.9 1.5 0.3 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
424 314 34.8 17.4 17.4 0.76 73,932 96% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$56,237,098 $52,090,035 $29,299,984 $13,055,542 11.3 7.7 0.6 10.1 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13.9 6.1 27.6 17.5 N/A N/A N/A  
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Empirical Trends 
Research Question Q10 and Q12 
Q10 – What empirical trends for each on-field game statistic may be detected among the 
BCS bowl teams? 
Q12 – Have the on-field trends changed from 1998 to 2004? 
Some empirical trends may be detected for on-field game statistics for BCS bowl 
bound teams from 1998 to 2004 (Table 65 and Figures 2-4).  The total offensive yards 
gained, total defensive yards allowed, scoring offense and scoring defense for BCS bowl 
bound teams consistently increased from 1998 to 2001.  In 2002 however, all four statistics 
began to decline.   Total offensive yards gained began to increase again in 2003 and 2004, 
but never reached the high mark of 452 yards per game averaged in 2001.  Total defensive 
yards allowed decreased further from 2001 to 2003, reaching an all-time low of 289 yards, 
but started increasing again from 2003 to 2004.  The scoring offense decreased further from 
2001 to 2003, then leveled off at 34.3 points per game scored.  Scoring defense continued to 
decline from the record high of 18.4 points per game allowed by opponents in 2001 to 17.3 
points per game allowed by opponents in 2004. 
The margin of victory increased from 1998 to 2000, but failed to show a trend since 
then.  The turnover margin has decreased then increased in alternating patterns since the 
teams achieved an all-time high of 1.02 in 1998. 
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Table 65       
 
On-Field Game Statistics 1998 - 2004  
Variable 
 
Year 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin 
of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
 
1998 412 305 33.3 16.6 16.7 1.02 
 
1999 416 311 34.5 17.1 17.4 0.62 
 
2000 437 324 36.2 18.0 18.2 0.81 
 
2001 452 338 36.3 18.4 17.8 0.69 
 
2002 413 319 34.7 18.2 16.5 0.72 
 
2003 415 289 34.3 15.9 18.4 0.67 
 
2004 425 315 34.3 17.3 17.0 0.79 
 
1998-2004 424 314 34.8 17.4 17.4 0.76 
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Figure 2 
 
Trends: Total Offense and Defense 1998-2004 
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Figure 3 
 
Trends: Scoring Offense and Defense 1998-2004 
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Figure 4 
 
Trends: Margin of Victory and Turnover Margin 1998-2004 
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Research Question Q11 and Q13 
Q11 – What empirical trends for each off-field game statistic and team factor may be 
detected among the BCS bowl teams? 
Q13 – Have the off-field trends changed from 1998 to 2004? 
Some empirical trends may be detected for off-field game statistics for BCS bowl 
bound teams from 1998 to 2004 (Tables 66-68 and Figures 5-14).  BCS bowl bound teams 
averaged 10.3 to 11.5 wins and 1.5 to 2.3 losses per season.  Non-conference wins and losses 
have fluctuated over time, but both statistics have been in a general decline from 2002 to 
2004.  The average number of home games increased from 5.9 games in 1998 to 7.0 games in 
2003.  The number of away games increased from 4.8 in 1998 to 5.6 games in 2002.  The 
number of games played against Division I-AA opponents increased from 0.1 games in 1998 
and 1999 to 0.3 games in 2000, then leveled off at 0.4 games in 2001.   
On average, the universities playing in BCS bowl games in 1998 had higher overall 
athletics revenues and expenses (FY 2004) than the universities participating in 1999.  This 
trend continued through 2001.  From 2001 to 2003, the overall athletics revenues and 
expenses (FY 2004) began to increase, before decreasing again in 2004.  Head coaching 
experience, in both career and university longevity gradually decreased from 1998 to 2001, 
then increased from 2001 to 2003, before decreasing again in 2004.  The head coach’s 
number of previous BCS bowls gradually increased from 1998 to 2003, and then decreased 
in 2004.   
The average AP pre-season rankings of BCS bowl bound teams ranged from an all-
time low of 6.5 in 2003 to an all-time high of 18.5 in 2004.  On average, the teams started the 
year ranked in the top 14.  The BCS post-season ranking steadily decreased from 1998 to 
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2003, before increasing in 2004.  The average BCS bowl bound team had a Sagarin strength 
of schedule ranking of 27.6 and an average recruiting class ranking of 17.5.  The year 2004 
was the only year of the study when the teams’ strength of schedule was ranked higher than 
30 (39.9) and their recruiting class ranking was higher than 20 (23.9).  Home attendance 
increased slightly from 1998 to 1999, then decreased to an all-time low in 2001 (61,569 
people).  Attendance then gradually increased until 2003, at which point it began to decrease 
again.  Stadium capacity decreased from an all-time high in 1998 (99% full) to an all-time 
low in 2001 (93% full).  Similar to home attendance, the numbers then climbed until 2003 
and fell in 2004.  The entire population of teams selected for BCS bowl games from 1998-
2004 was examined through descriptive statistical analysis. 
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Table 66         
 
Off-Field Game Statistics 1998 - 2004 (1-8)  
Variable 
 
Years Wins Losses 
Non-
Conf 
Wins 
Non-
Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games 
Away 
Games 
Neutral 
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
1998 10.6 1.9 3.3 1.1 5.9 4.8 1.9 0.1 
 
1999 10.3 2.0 3.1 1.0 6.3 4.8 1.3 0.1 
 
2000 10.5 1.9 4.0 1.3 6.0 4.8 1.6 0.3 
 
2001 10.5 1.9 3.0 0.9 6.5 4.5 1.4 0.4 
 
2002 11.5 2.0 4.1 1.3 6.5 5.6 1.4 0.4 
 
2003 11.3 2.3 4.1 1.0 7.0 5.1 1.4 0.4 
 
2004 11.0 1.5 3.8 0.9 6.3 4.5 1.8 0.4 
 
1998-
2004 10.8 1.9 3.6 1.1 6.3 4.9 1.5 0.3 
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Table 67        
 
Off-Field Game Statistics 1998 - 2004 (9-16)  
Variable 
 
Years 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach
Yrs as 
HC 
Head 
Coach
Yrs 
HC at 
Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach
1st 
BCS 
Bowl 
 
1998 $62,813,777 $58,749,958 $31,201,736 $14,632,436 13.9 10.0 0.0 13.9 
 
1999 $58,703,456 $51,642,646 $28,405,136 $11,956,752 10.3 8.8 0.4 9.1 
 
2000 $50,757,344 $48,787,185 $28,206,186 $12,687,787 11.0 7.0 0.4 10.5 
 
2001 $50,368,399 $48,376,933 $23,375,097 $11,115,248 7.6 4.6 0.4 7.0 
 
2002 $56,147,175 $51,787,993 $29,895,845 $14,268,876 11.6 7.1 0.6 10.8 
 
2003 $58,863,401 $54,944,210 $31,850,394 $13,517,540 12.8 8.9 1.5 10.5 
 
2004 $56,006,131 $50,341,321 $32,165,495 $13,210,159 11.9 7.6 1.0 8.6 
 
1998-
2004 $56,237,098 $52,090,035 $29,299,984 $13,055,542 11.3 7.7 0.6 10.1 
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Table 68         
 
Off-Field Game Statistics 1998 - 2004 (17-24)  
Variable 
 
Years 
Pre-
Season 
Rank 
Post-
Season 
Rank 
Strength 
of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. 
Rank Conference Location 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
1998 9.3 6.8 24.0 14.3 N/A N/A 77,943 99% 
 
1999 13.9 6.5 23.3 15.4 N/A N/A 79,733 96% 
 
2000 18.0 6.0 26.8 15.8 N/A N/A 68,812 97% 
 
2001 17.8 5.8 27.9 19.4 N/A N/A 61,569 93% 
 
2002 13.6 5.3 22.9 19.2 N/A N/A 72,725 94% 
 
2003 6.5 5.1 28.5 14.3 N/A N/A 82,020 96% 
 
2004 18.5 7.3 39.9 23.9 N/A N/A 74,724 95% 
 
1998-
2004 13.9 6.1 27.6 17.5 N/A N/A 73,932 96% 
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Figure 5 
 
Trends: Wins and Losses 1998-2004 
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Figure 6 
 
Trends: Non-Conference Wins and Losses 1998-2004 
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Figure 7 
 
Trends: Game Location 1998-2004 
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Figure 8 
 
Trends: Division I-AA Opponents 1998-2004 
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Figure 9 
 
Trends: 2004 Athletics Revenues / Expenses and Football Revenues / Expenses 1998-2004 
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Figure 10 
 
Trends: Head Coaches 1998-2004 
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Figure 11 
 
Trends: Pre-Season and Post-Season Rankings 1998-2004 
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Figure 12 
 
Trends: Strength of Schedule and Recruiting Classes 1998-2004 
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Figure 13 
 
Trends: Home Attendance 1998-2004 
 
79 
Figure 14 
 
Trends: Stadium Capacity 1998-2004 
 
CHAPTER V 
DISCUSSION 
 
The following discussion was organized into two separate sections.  The first section 
is a summary of the study; including the study’s purpose, the types of profiles presented, the 
examined profile variables, the study’s significance, the research methodology employed, 
and a summary of the findings.  The second section examines recommendations for future 
research. 
Summary 
The purpose of this study was to create a profile of the 56 football teams selected to 
play in BCS bowl games from the inception of the BCS in 1998 through the 2004 season.  
The profiles were presented individually, with each team having their own profile (56 
profiles); yearly, with each year represented by a composite profile of the eight teams 
selected for that year’s BCS bowl games (7 profiles); and as an aggregate group, with all 56 
teams’ statistics averaged to produce a single profile of a BCS bowl bound team (1 profile).  
A secondary purpose of this study was to identify any trends that developed over the seven 
year period.  The profiles examined the following variables: number of wins, number of 
losses, number of non-conference wins, number of non-conference losses, number of home 
games, number of away games, number of games played at a neutral site, number of games 
played against Division I-AA opponents, total offensive yards averaged per game, total yards 
averaged against the team’s defense per game, average points scored per game, average 
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points scored against the team per game, average margin of victory, average turnover margin, 
average home attendance figures, average capacity crowd relative to the size of the stadium, 
2004 athletic department revenues, 2004 athletic department expenses, 2004 total football 
revenues, 2004 total football expenses, the total number of years the head coach was a 
collegiate or NFL head coach, the total number of years the head coach was the head coach at 
that particular university, the number of previous BCS bowls the head coach had coached in, 
the career year of the head coach’s first BCS bowl game, the team’s Associated Press (AP) 
pre-season rank, the team’s final BCS post-season rank, the team’s Sagarin strength of 
schedule ranking, the average rank of the team’s previous five recruiting classes, the 
conference the team is a member of, the university’s geographic location within the United 
States of America, and the BCS bowl the team was selected play in.   
A scientific study of these teams and these variables may be of great interest to all 
college football aficionados.  This study and the profiles it creates may provide institutions 
and administrators with insight as to what past teams have done and provide a benchmark for 
athletic administrators, coaches and fans to compare their own teams.  Because of the money 
and exposure college football generates, the ongoing debate regarding its post-season 
remains an important topic to Division I-A athletics administrators, to the NCAA and even to 
the U.S. Senate (Cowen, 2003).  As long as bowl games remain the post-season system of 
choice in college football, conferences and universities will continue to want to be selected 
for these BCS bowl games.  A better understanding of the teams that have played in past 
BCS bowl games is needed.  Many have opinions on what these teams look like, or who 
these teams should be, but there is very little empirical research which addresses the root of 
the issue: the profiles of past BCS bowl bound teams. 
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Using NCAA record books, the BCS website, team media guides, University athletic 
department staff, EADA reports, recruiting websites and other football related knowledge 
capital, numerous on-field and off-field variables were compiled for the entire population of 
teams selected to play in BCS bowl games from 1998 through 2004.  The historical data was 
analyzed using descriptive statistics to create profiles and trends were identified.   
The results of this study are the profiles themselves and the information they share 
about the teams.  Fifty-six Division I-A men’s football teams, representing 33 universities, 
were selected to participate in BCS bowl games from 1998 to 2004.  Florida State was 
selected to play in more BCS games than any other university (5).  The 2002 Ohio State team 
had the most wins of any team (14) and the 2002 Florida State team had the most losses (5).  
The 1998 UCLA team was the only team selected that hosted fewer than six games at home 
(5).  Through research, it was also discovered that 41 of the teams (73%) did not play a game 
against a Division I-AA opponent in the year they were selected to play in a BCS bowl game, 
70% of the teams (39) averaged at least 400 total offensive yards per game, and 88% of the 
teams (49) averaged scoring 30 or more points per game.  Statistics showed that 95% of the 
teams (53) held their opponents to less than 400 yards per game.  The 2000 Miami team 
allowed the fewest points (9.4) to be scored on them, beating the group average by more than 
a touchdown (8.0), while Stanford (1999) was the only team to permit more than 30 points 
per game (31.5).  Ninety-six percent of the teams (54) averaged winning their games by at 
least a touchdown, with the 2001 Miami Hurricanes having an average margin of victory of 
nearly 34 points per game.   
The data shows that more than half of the teams (29) sold-out their stadiums and 84% 
of the teams’ stadiums (47) were at least 90% full.  The average athletics department 
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revenues of the universities examined in this study was more than $56 million in fiscal year 
2004, with department expenses of approximately $52 million.  Football revenues were 
approximately $29 million and football expenses were slightly over $13 million for the same 
timeframe.  Statistics also showed that 52% of the coaches (29) were head coaches for less 
than 10 years when they first reached a BCS bowl game and two of them (Miami-2001 and 
Maryland-2001), brought their teams to a BCS bowl in their first year as a head coach.  A 
coach’s second year at a university proved to be the most prolific of all years, as nine 
different programs reached a BCS bowl game in their coach’s second year at the helm.  Six 
of the seven years examined witnessed the pre-season #1 ranked team get selected for a BCS 
bowl game.  The profiles showed that 55% of the teams (31) were ranked in the pre-season 
top 10 and 84% of the teams (47) were ranked in the top 20.  20% of the teams (11) had top 
10 strength of schedule ratings, while 57% of the teams’ (32) strength of schedule was 
ranked outside the top 25.  Thirty-two percent of the teams (18) had an average recruiting 
class ranked in the top ten, while only 5% (3 teams) had recruiting classes ranked outside the 
top 40.  The Big 10 was the best represented conference with 11 teams in BCS bowl games, 
while the Midwest and Southeast regions tied for top honors with 19 teams apiece.  
Trends were found to exist in total offensive yards gained, total defensive yards 
allowed, scoring offense and scoring defense for BCS bowl bound teams, as all four variables 
consistently increased from 1998 to 2001.  In 2002 however, all four statistics began to 
decline.  Total offense and defense both began to increase again after 2003.  In wins and 
losses, it was determined that BCS bowl bound teams averaged 10.3 to 11.5 wins and 1.5 to 
2.3 losses per season.  Non-conference wins and losses have fluctuated over time, but both 
statistics have been in a general decline from 2002 to 2004.  The average number of home 
84 
games increased from 5.9 games in 1998 to 7.0 games in 2003 and the number of games 
played against Division I-AA opponents has gradually increased from 0.1 games in 1998 to 
0.4 games in 2004, but remains relatively small.   
On average, the universities playing in BCS bowl games in 1998 had higher overall 
athletics revenues and expenses (FY 2004) than the universities participating in 1999 and the 
declining trend continued through 2001.  From 2001 to 2003, the overall athletics revenues 
and expenses (FY 2004) began to increase, before decreasing again in 2004.  Head coaching 
experience, in both career and university longevity gradually decreased from 1998 to 2001 
(the year two first year coaches were selected for BCS games), then increased from 2001 to 
2003, before decreasing again in 2004.  As could be expected with repeat performers, the 
head coach’s number of previous BCS bowls gradually increased from 1998 to 2003.   
The average AP pre-season rankings of BCS bowl bound teams ranged from an all-
time low of 6.5 in 2003 to an all-time high of 18.5 in 2004, but a pre-season ranking in the 
top 20 was consistently found in 84% of the teams.  The BCS post-season ranking steadily 
decreased from 1998 to 2003, suggesting the BCS was selecting higher ranked teams for the 
post-season bowl games.  However, the post-season ranking began to increase in 2004.  The 
average BCS bowl bound team had a Sagarin strength of schedule ranking of 27.6 and an 
average recruiting class ranking of 17.5.  It is worth noting that 2004 was the only year when 
the teams’ strength of schedule was ranked higher than 30 (39.9) and their recruiting class 
ranking was higher than 20 (23.9).   
The findings of this study are consistent with previous research by Fulks (2003), who 
studied the economic relationship between college football’s revenues and expenses with 
those of universities’ athletics department revenues and expenses.  His researched found that 
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football programs accounted for almost 26% of total athletic department expenses in fiscal 
year 2002, while this study found that BCS football programs accounted for 25% of total 
athletic department expenses in fiscal year 2004.  His research also found that football 
revenues accounted for more than 45% of an athletic department’s total revenues, while this 
study found football revenues to account for 52% of an athletic department’s total revenues.  
Although this study found football to account for a higher percentage of athletic department’s 
revenues, it should be recognized that this study only examined the most successful of 
football programs (conference champions and at-large BCS selections); therefore it is not a 
great surprise that these programs accounted for a higher percentage of their athletic 
department’s revenues.   
The findings of this study are also consistent with Martinich’s (2002) research which 
found the BCS bowl games to have the largest financial payouts.  This study also found the 
BCS payouts to be greater than non-BCS bowls, as the average participant in BCS bowl 
games in 2005 received over $15.7 million, while the average participant in non-BCS bowl 
games in 2005 received less than $1.3 million. 
Goff (1996) found that where a team began the season in the polls (pre-season 
ranking) influenced its final disposition.  While this study does not prove his conclusion to be 
true, it does lend support to his findings after realizing 55% of BCS bowl bound teams were 
ranked in the AP pre-season top 10, and 84% of the teams were ranked in the top 20.  Further 
support for his findings can be found using this study’s results, which showed that only four 
of the 56 BCS bowl bound teams (7%) did not receive a single vote in their respective AP 
pre-season polls and all but one of the seven pre-season #1 ranked teams (1998-2004) were 
selected for a BCS bowl game.   
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The findings of this study were not consistent with Goudge’s (1983) work, which 
concluded institutional location had little impact on college football success.  Of the teams 
examined in this study, only five teams (9%) were from the Northeast, while the Southeast 
and Midwest each sent 19 teams (a combined 67%) to BCS bowl games.  This study also 
found that the Big East, predominantly home to Northeast schools, sent the minimum number 
of teams (seven) allowed by the BCS arrangement to BCS bowl game.  Of the seven teams 
the conference did send, four were from the University of Miami, the conference’s only non-
Northeast conference member. 
Recommendations 
An initial recommendation is that this study be continued as long as bowl games 
continue to be the post-season system of play in college football.  A BCS bowl game 
invitation remains one of the most enticing rewards at the of a season, as less than 7% (6.8) 
of Division I-A football programs are selected to participate in the lucrative BCS bowl games 
each year.  As more information is gathered on BCS bowl bound teams, a deeper 
understanding of the participants will evolve.  Trends should become more recognizable and 
the impacts the BCS has on these participants and their conferences should reveal themselves 
over time.  
Another recommendation is for athletics administrators, coaches, and college football 
fans to use this study to compare their own teams.  The three different types of profile 
presentations should provide enough options for any administrator, coach, or fan to fairly 
evaluate his or her team compared to teams that have been selected for BCS bowl games.  
Along with this recommendation, comes a challenge to future researchers, to encourage them 
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to present their findings on topics such as college football, in ways that are easily understood 
and interpreted by readers who lack a background in statistics.    
In addition, this study made the assumption that all data provided for and used in this 
study is accurate.  A standard system of reporting statistics and maintaining rankings is 
essential to the integrity of data and one recommendation would be for the NCAA to be the 
manager and gatekeeper of these statistics.   
This study could also benefit by the inclusion of more variables.  Potential variables 
could include: officially licensed athletic merchandise sales, graduation rates, television 
contracts, supplemental income, average team age breakdown, coaching contracts and 
additional perks, athletic fundraising efforts, and key injuries.  These supplemental variables 
could be beneficial for the researcher to examine and for college athletic administrators to 
learn about.  This study examined the population of teams selected to play in BCS bowl 
games from 1998-2004 and created profiles of these teams.  As these profiles are examined 
and improved upon, so too will be the understanding of these teams by athletics 
administrators, coaches, and fans. 
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APPENDICIES 
 
Appendix A: Individual Team Profiles 
 
Table 1        
 
Descriptive Profile of Tennessee 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
13 0 4 0 6 5 2 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
398 299 33.1 14.5 18.6 1.33 106,914 104% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$71,540,457 $71,540,457 $29,326,709 $13,586,845 7 7 0 7
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
10 1 24 6 SEC Southeast Fiesta  
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Table 2        
 
Descriptive Profile of Florida State 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 2 4 1 6 5 2 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
390 228 30.8 12.3 18.5 1.00 80,490 101% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,004,452 $35,885,796 $18,246,005 $9,137,462 29 23 0 29 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
2 2 5 3 ACC Southeast Fiesta  
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Table 3        
 
Descriptive Profile of Florida 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 2 3 1 6 4 2 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
460 290 31.6 13.7 17.9 -0.45 85,299 103% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$77,354,484 $73,480,754 $43,317,641 $16,144,658 12 9 0 12 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
3 8 47 10 SEC Southeast Orange  
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Table 4        
 
Descriptive Profile of Syracuse 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
8 4 2 3 6 3 3 0
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
421 336 39.8 25.0 14.8 1.00 47,898 96% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$42,283,724 $38,106,365 $16,609,920 $15,008,967 13 8 0 13 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
17 15 27 24 Big East Northeast Orange  
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Table 5        
 
Descriptive Profile of Wisconsin 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 1 4 0 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
329 293 31.8 11.9 19.9 2.09 77,428 101% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$75,293,898 $59,533,584 $34,105,659 $12,214,995 9 9 0 9
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
20 9 55 30 Big 10 Midwest Rose  
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Table 6        
 
Descriptive Profile of UCLA 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 2 2 2 5 6 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
487 438 39.6 28.3 11.3 1.55 73,709 81% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$44,516,613 $44,514,157 $18,483,173 $12,741,535 9 3 0 9
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
7 5 6 16 Pac 10 West Rose  
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Table 7        
 
Descriptive Profile of Ohio State 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 1 4 0 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
498 260 35.8 12.0 23.8 0.45 93,512 104% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$89,700,979 $89,580,306 $51,810,607 $25,711,478 22 11 0 22 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
1 8 25 12 Big 10 Midwest Sugar  
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Table 8        
 
Descriptive Profile of Texas A&M 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 3 3 2 6 5 3 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
310 300 23.9 15.2 8.7 1.15 58,293 101% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$62,815,605 $57,358,245 $37,714,172 $12,513,549 10 10 0 10 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
14 6 3 14 Big 12 South Sugar  
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Table 9        
 
Descriptive Profile of Nebraska 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
12 1 4 0 6 5 2 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
392 252 34.3 12.5 21.8 0.42 77,729 105% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$55,876,334 $55,799,485 $20,671,989 $11,174,834 2 2 0 2
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
6 3 18 11 Big 12 Midwest Fiesta  
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Table 10        
 
Descriptive Profile of Tennessee 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
9 3 3 1 7 4 1 0
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
406 298 31.6 14.8 16.8 0.36 106,839 104% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$71,540,457 $71,540,457 $29,326,709 $13,586,845 8 8 1 7
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
2 5 14 8 SEC Southeast Fiesta  
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Table 11        
 
Descriptive Profile of Michigan 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 2 4 0 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
385 336 29.6 19.4 10.2 0.91 111,008 103% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$78,424,186 $61,387,144 $46,396,107 $10,690,874 5 5 0 5
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
8 8 2 6 Big 10 Midwest Orange  
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Table 12        
 
Descriptive Profile of Alabama 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 3 2 2 7 4 2 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
377 297 28.7 19.2 9.5 0.33 83,223 99% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$62,287,191 $49,796,928 $42,979,669 $14,106,325 3 3 0 3
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
20 4 1 15 SEC Southeast Orange  
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Table 13        
 
Descriptive Profile of Wisconsin 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 2 3 1 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
425 302 35.6 13.2 22.4 1.00 78,081 102% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$75,293,898 $59,533,584 $34,105,659 $12,214,995 10 10 1 9 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
10 7 59 27 Big 10 Midwest Rose  
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Table 14        
 
Descriptive Profile of Stanford 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
8 4 1 3 6 5 1 0
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
467 453 37.2 31.5 5.7 0.91 49,738 58% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$41,525,646 $41,787,647 $10,251,632 $10,900,533 5 5 0 5
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
NR 22 38 26 Pac 10 West Rose  
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Table 15        
 
Descriptive Profile of Florida State 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
12 0 4 0 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
426 305 37.5 15.8 21.7 0.73 78,725 99% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,004,452 $35,885,796 $18,246,005 $ 9,137,462 30 24 1 29 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
1 1 11 8 ACC Southeast Sugar  
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Table 16        
 
Descriptive Profile of Virginia Tech 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 1 4 1 6 5 1 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
452 247 41.4 10.5 30.9 0.27 52,519 100% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$45,675,485 $37,410,129 $25,263,319 $13,842,147 19 13 0 13 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13 2 43 23 Big East Northeast Sugar  
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Table 17        
 
Descriptive Profile of Oregon State 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 1 4 0 6 5 1 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
411 314 32.6 18.5 14.1 1.45 33,649 95% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head Coach
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$36,765,531 $35,626,358 $22,377,743 $10,175,665 15 2 0 15 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
42 6 28 20 Pac 10 West Fiesta  
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Table 18        
 
Descriptive Profile of Notre Dame 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
9 3 9 3 6 5 1 0
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
346 354 31.3 20.5 10.8 1.27 80,302 100% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head Coach
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$57,649,586 $48,188,542 $41,754,817 $15,092,475 4 4 0 4
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
40 11 36 6 Independent Midwest Fiesta  
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Table 19        
 
Descriptive Profile of Oklahoma 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
13 0 4 0 6 4 3 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
429 279 39.0 16.0 23.0 0.50 75,075 104% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head Coach
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$63,382,024 $62,897,773 $32,275,608 $14,584,731 2 2 0 2
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
19 1 29 26 Big 12 Midwest Orange  
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Table 20        
 
Descriptive Profile of Florida State 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 2 3 2 6 5 2 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
549 277 42.4 10.3 32.1 0.83 80,831 101% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head Coach
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,004,452 $35,885,796 $18,246,005 $ 9,137,462 31 25 2 29 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
2 2 12 9 ACC Southeast Orange  
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Table 21        
 
Descriptive Profile of Washington 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 1 4 0 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
408 349 32.1 22.4 9.7 -0.27 71,638 99% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head Coach
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$43,197,964 $45,423,346 $27,100,356 $13,400,762 6 2 0 6
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13 4 6 24 Pac 10 West Rose  
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Table 22        
 
Descriptive Profile of Purdue 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
8 4 2 2 6 5 1 0
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
471 340 32.5 21.1 11.4 0.00 65,319 97% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head Coach
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$48,948,849 $49,123,511 $23,381,508 $12,287,197 10 4 0 10 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
14 14 45 22 Big 10 Midwest Rose  
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Table 23        
 
Descriptive Profile of Miami 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 1 4 1 6 5 1 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
461 333 42.6 15.5 27.1 1.09 58,430 78% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head Coach
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,755,862 $39,671,402 $17,195,807 $10,679,344 6 6 0 6
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
5 3 31 12 Big East Southeast Sugar  
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Table 24        
 
Descriptive Profile of Florida 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 3 2 2 6 4 3 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
419 346 37.3 19.7 17.6 1.58 85,253 103% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head Coach
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$77,354,484 $73,480,754 $43,317,641 $16,144,658 14 11 1 12 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
9 7 27 8 SEC Southeast Sugar  
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Table 25        
 
Descriptive Profile of Oregon 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 1 4 0 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
430 406 34.0 21.8 12.2 1.27 45,926 110% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$40,107,833 $40,107,833 $16,849,754 $9,450,959 13 8 0 13 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
7 4 26 32 Pac 10 West Fiesta  
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Table 26        
 
Descriptive Profile of Colorado 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 3 2 2 6 4 3 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
434 357 33.0 23.3 9.7 0.00 47,475 92% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$35,851,791 $36,614,714 $22,053,568 $10,935,305 12 3 0 12 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
27 3 4 18 Big 12 West Fiesta  
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Table 27        
 
Descriptive Profile of Florida 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 2 1 1 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
528 290 43.8 14.1 29.7 -0.36 85,432 103% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$77,354,484 $73,480,754 $43,317,641 $16,144,658 15 12 2 12 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
1 5 23 12 SEC Southeast Orange  
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Table 28        
 
Descriptive Profile of Maryland 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 2 3 1 7 4 1 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
440 331 35.5 19.1 16.4 1.45 43,564 91% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$46,283,648 $46,283,648 $9,290,976 $9,301,052 1 1 0 1
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
NR 10 56 17 ACC Northeast Orange  
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Table 29        
 
Descriptive Profile of Miami 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
12 0 4 0 6 5 1 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
455 271 43.2 9.4 33.8 2.36 47,162 65% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,755,862 $39,671,402 $17,195,807 $10,679,344 1 1 0 1
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
2 1 27 9 Big East Southeast Rose  
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Table 30        
 
Descriptive Profile of Nebraska 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 2 4 1 8 4 1 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
451 287 37.4 15.8 21.6 0.08 77,555 105% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$55,876,334 $55,799,485 $20,671,989 $11,174,834 4 4 1 2
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
4 2 29 13 Big 12 Midwest Rose  
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Table 31        
 
Descriptive Profile of LSU 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 3 4 0 7 4 2 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
452 396 30.9 22.3 8.6 0.25 90,491 99% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$60,878,249 $55,859,396 $39,657,764 $12,175,610 9 3 0 9
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
14 13 20 13 SEC Southeast Sugar  
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Table 32        
 
Descriptive Profile of Illinois 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 2 2 2 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
425 362 32.4 21.6 10.8 0.45 54,949 78% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$46,838,993 $39,198,234 $17,963,276 $9,060,219 6 5 0 6
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
36 8 38 41 Big 10 Midwest Sugar  
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Table 33        
 
Descriptive Profile of Ohio State 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
14 0 6 0 8 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
365 321 29.3 13.1 16.2 0.93 103,488 102% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$89,700,979 $89,580,306 $51,810,607 $25,711,478 17 2 0 17 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13 2 30 9 Big 10 Midwest Fiesta  
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Table 34        
 
Descriptive Profile of Miami 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
12 1 5 1 6 6 1 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
466 285 40.5 19.1 21.4 -0.08 69,539 96% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,755,862 $39,671,402 $17,195,807 $10,679,344 2 2 1 1
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
1 1 37 8 Big East Southeast Fiesta  
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Table 35        
 
Descriptive Profile of Southern California 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 2 4 1 6 6 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
449 285 35.8 18.5 17.3 1.38 66,853 73% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$60,732,435 $60,732,435 $29,266,694 $16,694,449 6 2 0 6
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
20 4 1 16 Pac 10 West Orange  
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Table 36        
 
Descriptive Profile of Iowa 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 2 3 2 7 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
424 355 37.2 19.7 17.5 1.15 64,643 92% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$61,593,257 $54,899,659 $29,568,437 $18,124,566 7 4 0 7
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
NR 5 46 35 Big 10 Midwest Orange  
 
124 
 
Table 37        
 
Descriptive Profile of Oklahoma 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
12 2 5 0 6 7 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
393 293 38.6 15.4 23.2 1.36 75,104 103% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$63,382,024 $62,897,773 $32,275,608 $14,584,731 4 4 1 2
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
2 7 26 18 Big 12 Midwest Rose  
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Table 38        
 
Descriptive Profile of Washington State 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 3 3 2 6 5 2 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
422 342 33.2 22.8 10.4 -0.31 33,888 90% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$26,221,008 $25,703,517 $9,904,767 $6,686,483 22 14 0 22 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
11 6 16 47 Pac 10 West Rose  
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Table 39        
 
Descriptive Profile of Georgia 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
13 1 5 0 7 4 3 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
385 304 32.1 15.1 17.0 0.57 86,520 94% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$68,787,384 $44,933,055 $50,898,838 $12,532,495 2 2 0 2
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
8 3 24 12 SEC Southeast Sugar  
 
127 
 
Table 40        
 
Descriptive Profile of Florida State 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
9 5 2 4 6 7 1 0
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
398 366 30.6 21.5 9.1 0.79 81,766 102% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,004,452 $35,885,796 $18,246,005 $9,137,462 33 27 3 29 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
3 14 3 9 ACC Southeast Sugar  
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Table 41        
 
Descriptive Profile of Ohio State 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 2 5 0 8 4 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
332 297 24.8 17.6 7.2 0.08 104,870 103% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$89,700,979 $89,580,306 $51,810,607 $25,711,478 18 3 1 17 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
2 5 15 14 Big 10 Midwest Fiesta  
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Table 42        
 
Descriptive Profile of Kansas State 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 4 4 2 8 5 2 2 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
441 283 36.6 16.3 20.3 -0.07 47,110 92% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,029,024 $33,539,425 $19,954,557 $8,466,372 15 15 0 15 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
7 10 49 34 Big 12 Midwest Fiesta  
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Table 43        
 
Descriptive Profile of Miami 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 2 5 1 7 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
395 258 27.8 15.1 12.7 1.43 58,135 80% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,755,862 $39,671,402 $17,195,807 $10,679,344 3 3 2 1
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
3 9 40 6 Big East Southeast Orange  
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Table 44        
 
Descriptive Profile of Florida State 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 3 3 2 6 6 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
403 332 32.2 16.7 15.5 0.62 83,149 101% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$39,004,452 $35,885,796 $18,246,005 $9,137,462 34 28 4 29 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13 7 2 12 ACC Southeast Orange  
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Table 45        
 
Descriptive Profile of Southern California 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
12 1 4 0 6 6 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
448 336 41.1 18.4 22.7 1.54 77,804 85% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$60,732,435 $60,732,435 $29,266,694 $16,694,449 7 3 1 6
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
8 3 19 13 Pac 10 West Rose  
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Table 46        
 
Descriptive Profile of Michigan 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 3 3 2 7 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
447 297 35.4 16.8 18.6 0.15 110,918 103% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$78,424,186 $61,387,144 $46,396,107 $10,690,874 9 9 1 5
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
4 4 36 12 Big 10 Midwest Rose  
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Table 47        
 
Descriptive Profile of LSU 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
13 1 5 0 7 6 1 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
418 252 33.9 11.0 22.9 0.36 90,974 99% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$60,878,249 $55,859,396 $39,657,764 $12,175,610 11 5 1 9 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
14 2 28 10 SEC Southeast Sugar  
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Table 48        
 
Descriptive Profile of Oklahoma 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
12 2 4 1 7 4 3 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
439 260 42.9 15.3 27.6 1.21 83,202 103% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$63,382,024 $62,897,773 $32,275,608 $14,584,731 5 5 2 2
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
1 1 39 14 Big 12 Midwest Sugar  
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Table 49        
 
Descriptive Profile of Utah 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
12 0 5 0 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
500 343 45.3 19.5 25.8 1.25 44,112 97% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$25,180,145 $20,986,369 $11,067,081 $6,917,088 4 2 0 4
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
20 6 67 69 Mtn West West Fiesta  
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Table 50        
 
Descriptive Profile of Pittsburgh 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
8 4 4 2 6 5 1 1
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
358 395 27.1 24.0 3.1 1.08 41,600 64% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$34,084,519 $34,084,519 $19,291,555 $12,087,934 11 8 0 11 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
NR 21 66 39 Big East Northeast Fiesta  
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Table 51        
 
Descriptive Profile of Southern California 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
13 0 5 0 6 5 2 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
449 279 38.2 13.0 25.2 1.46 85,229 93% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$60,732,435 $60,732,435 $29,266,694 $16,694,449 8 4 2 6
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
1 1 7 10 Pac 10 West Orange  
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Table 52        
 
Descriptive Profile of Oklahoma 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
12 1 3 1 6 3 4 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
462 299 34.8 16.8 18.0 0.31 84,532 104% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$63,382,024 $62,897,773 $32,275,608 $14,584,731 6 6 3 2
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
2 2 13 7 Big 12 Midwest Orange  
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Table 53        
 
Descriptive Profile of Texas 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11 1 4 0 6 5 1 0 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
462 320 35.3 17.9 17.4 0.42 83,094 104% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$89,651,683 $74,435,447 $53,204,171 $14,489,472 22 7 0 22 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
7 4 28 7 Big 12 South Rose  
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Table 54        
 
Descriptive Profile of Michigan 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
9 3 2 2 6 5 1 0
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
387 336 30.8 23.3 7.5 0.50 111,025 103% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$78,424,186 $61,387,144 $46,396,107 $10,690,874 10 10 2 5 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
8 13 36 11 Big 10 Midwest Rose  
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Table 55        
 
Descriptive Profile of Auburn 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
13 0 4 0 7 4 2 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
421 278 32.1 11.3 20.8 0.31 83,085 97% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$50,918,568 $50,796,753 $40,559,427 $16,374,577 10 6 0 6 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
17 3 60 15 SEC Southeast Sugar  
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Table 56        
 
Descriptive Profile of Virginia Tech 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10 3 3 2 7 4 2 1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
366 268 30.8 12.8 18.0 1.00 65,115 100% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$45,675,485 $37,410,129 $25,263,319 $13,842,147 24 18 1 13 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
42 8 42 33 ACC Northeast Sugar  
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Appendix B: Yearly Profiles 
 
Table 57        
 
Descriptive Profile of 1998  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.6 1.9 3.3 1.1 5.9 4.8 1.9 0.1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
412 305 33.3 16.6 16.7 1.02 77,943 99% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$62,813,777 $58,749,958 $31,201,736 $14,632,436 13.9 10.0 0.0 13.9 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
9.3 6.8 24.0 14.3 N/A N/A N/A  
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Table 58        
 
Descriptive Profile of 1999  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.3 2.0 3.1 1.0 6.3 4.8 1.3 0.1 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
416 311 34.5 17.1 17.4 0.62 79,733 96% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$58,703,456 $51,642,646 $28,405,136 $11,956,752 10.3 8.8 0.4 9.1 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13.9 6.5 23.3 15.4 N/A N/A N/A  
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Table 59        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2000  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.5 1.9 4.0 1.3 6.0 4.8 1.6 0.3 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
437 324 36.2 18.0 18.2 0.81 68,812 97% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$50,757,344 $48,787,185 $28,206,186 $12,687,787 11.0 7.0 0.4 10.5 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
18.0 6.0 26.8 15.8 N/A N/A N/A  
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Table 60        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2001  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.5 1.9 3.0 0.9 6.5 4.5 1.4 0.4 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
452 338 36.3 18.4 17.8 0.69 61,569 93% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$50,368,399 $48,376,933 $23,375,097 $11,115,248 7.6 4.6 0.4 7.0 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
17.8 5.8 27.9 19.4 N/A N/A N/A  
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Table 61        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2002  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11.5 2.0 4.1 1.3 6.5 5.6 1.4 0.4 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
413 319 34.7 18.2 16.5 0.72 72,725 94% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$56,147,175 $51,787,993 $29,895,845 $14,268,876 11.6 7.1 0.6 10.8 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13.6 5.3 22.9 19.2 N/A N/A N/A  
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Table 62        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2003  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11.3 2.3 4.1 1.0 7.0 5.1 1.4 0.4 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
415 289 34.3 15.9 18.4 0.67 82,020 96% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$58,863,401 $54,944,210 $31,850,394 $13,517,540 12.8 8.9 1.5 10.5 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
6.5 5.1 28.5 14.3 N/A N/A N/A  
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Table 63        
 
Descriptive Profile of 2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
11.0 1.5 3.8 0.9 6.3 4.5 1.8 0.4 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
425 315 34.3 17.3 17.0 0.79 74,724 95% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$56,006,131 $50,341,321 $32,165,495 $13,210,159 11.9 7.6 1.0 8.6 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
18.5 7.3 39.9 23.9 N/A N/A N/A  
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Appendix C: Aggregate Group Profile 
Table 64        
 
Descriptive Profile of Aggregate Group 1998-2004  
Variable 
 
Wins Losses 
Non-Conf 
Wins 
Non-Conf 
Losses 
Home 
Games  
Away 
Games 
Neutral  
Site 
DI-AA 
Games 
 
10.8 1.9 3.6 1.1 6.3 4.9 1.5 0.3 
 
Total 
Offense 
Total  
Defense 
Scoring 
Offense 
Scoring 
Defense 
Margin of 
Victory 
Turnover
Margin 
Avg. 
Home 
Attendance 
Stadium 
Capacity 
 
424 314 34.8 17.4 17.4 0.76 73,932 96% 
 
2004  
Athletics 
Revenues 
2004  
Athletics 
Expenses 
2004  
Football 
Revenues 
2004 
Football 
Expenses 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs as HC 
Head 
Coach 
Yrs HC 
at Univ. 
Head 
Coach 
Previous 
BCS 
Bowls 
Head 
Coach 
1st BCS 
Bowl 
 
$56,237,098 $52,090,035 $29,299,984 $13,055,542 11.3 7.7 0.6 10.1 
 
Pre-Season 
Rank 
Post-Season 
Rank 
Strength of 
Schedule 
Recruiting 
Class 
Avg. Rank Conference Location Bowl  
 
13.9 6.1 27.6 17.5 N/A N/A N/A  
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